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Founding
The Mother College: Jefferson College
at Canonsbure
Jefferson Medica l College did not originate as a
free standing or independent institution. In 1824,
it started as the Medical Department of a liberal
arts college in Ca nonsburg, Pennsylvania, -Jefferson
College, located 300 miles west of Philadelphia,
abou t 20 miles south of Pittsburgh. It was not be-
Fig. t. Oocunwnt (Octa l- 30, 1824) dniglWling Jtofff'rson
Mediul College as lhe Mediul DeJNrtmenl of jefferson Col·
lege at Canonsburg.
fig. 2. The Reverend Dr. John McMillan bllill the Jog cabin
school in Canonsburg (1791I, preserved to this day. (Courl.-sy
of Historical Collection of Wash ingIon and lefferson Cotlege.j
cause the sma ll town of Ca nonsburg needed phy-
sicians. In 1820 there were four serving its 356 citi-
zens . It was because the Trustees had received a
letter dated June 2, 1824, s ig ned by George
McClellan, M.D. and th ree colleagues, requesting
that under the Jefferson College Cha rte r a Medical
Department be es tablished as the Jefferson Medical
College of Philadelphia. In a document signed by
Pres ident Matthew Brown on October 30, 1824, the
Trustees of Jefferson College in Canonsburg con-
sented by lega lly establishing a Medica l Depart-
ment in Philadelphia. This document (Fig. 1) was
in fact the birth cert ifica te of Jefferson Med ical
College under the Charter of Jefferson College at
Canonsburg. Thus, for mo re than fourteen years
0824-38) Jefferson College could boa st of having
a medical school, altho ug h it had little to do with
its found ing or administration, o ther than giving
its name and making it legi timate. The complexi-
ties encountered in the actual founding of Jeffer-
son Medical College will follow, but it is appropri-
ate at this junctu re to honor the Mother College
at Canonsburg with a review of its own history,
both prior to and after its medi cal college connec-
tion in Philadelphia .
History of Jefferson College
According to tradition, the Reverend Dr. John
McMillan (Fig. 2), a Presbyterian mi nister and a
graduat e of the Co lIege of New Jersey which later
became Princeton, pushed beyond the Alleghen y
Mountains to reach Washi ngton County in West-
ern Pennsylva nia in 1n S. His purpose was to
preach and to prepare students for the ministry.
After building a house near Ca nonsburg in 1n 8,
he constructed his first schoolas a log cabin in 1780.
Not long afterward , a fire d estroyed Dr.
McMillan's log cabin, but, undaunted, he built a
second one in Canonsburg which is preserved to
the present d ay (Fig . 3). O n Jul y 1, 1791, Dr.
Lesend and Lore
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McMillan dedicated his new school in the open air
with two students and four other persons in atten-
dance. On this occasion, Dr. McMillan propheti-
cally stated : "This is an important day in our his-
tory, affecting deep ly the interests of the church,
and the country in the West, affecting ou r own in-
terests for time and for eternity, and the interests,
it may be, of thousands and thousands yet un -
born." This was his hope. How could it have been
insight into the fact that a humble log cabin Acad-
emy would become Jefferson College, with for a
time a medi cal department in Philadelphia , and a
later merger into what today is Washington and
Jefferson College?
On March 11, 1794, the Legislature recognized
the school as Ca nonsburg Academy. Colonel John
Canon, the town 's leading citizen was among the
original Trustees, and the Rev. McMillan became
the senior member.
Efforts were next directed to the Harrisburg leg-
islature to secure a cha rter for a college. Accord-
ingly, on January 15, 1802, an Act was passed, es-
tablishing a college at Canonsburg, to be called
Jefferson College. Joseph Smith, D.o. in his History
of Jefferson College (857), copies of w hich are
in the archives of Washington and Jefferson Col-
lege as well as Thomas Jefferson University,
di scusses the qu estion as to why the name of
Jefferson was chosen:
"Who had given it this name, whether the Trust-
ees, in their petition, or whether the Legislature,
as some have supposed, is not clearly understood .
The memorial to the Legislature is not on record.
No r have we access to the Journal and papers on
Fig. J . Origina l Jefferson College .11 Canonsburg, PA, under
the charie r of which Jefferson Medica l College was founded .
Frederid B.Wagner, Jr. (JMC, '41), on left and John N. Lindquisl
(JMC, '43), visit the site in July, 1991.
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Fi&- 4. }effft'Wn Colle-ge Hislo ric..J1 Soci~ly, C~nonsburg. PA.
Fig. 5. R~p1 i c.a of Franklin Hall for debJltes of Franklin and .... ilo
lil~rary societies. Note copie-s of portraits of Franklin and
J~ff~rson now in Thomas J~ ff~rson UnMrsity ~11 collection.
Fig. 6 . Reconstru cted rea ding room for Franklin and Philo sc-
ciety members.
file of the Legislature a t Ha rrisburg. (An unavail-
ing search had been cond ucted at Harrisburg.) But
it is immaterial. It may have been deemed a highl y
politic measure to secure the success of the peti-
tion , with that Democratic Assem bly, and also to
render their college popular through the West. No
name wa s more respected by the great body of the
people in Western Pennsylvan ia than the name of
Mr. Jefferson. He had been inducted into the of-
ficeof President of the United States in March, 1801.
His administration, for some time, was like a con-
tinued ovation. The party who had triumphantly
borne him forward to this high station was in the
utmost sta te of exultation. To call this firs t college
in the West, this first seat of science in the Valley of
the Mississippi, after this idol of the people, would
be thou ght , on aUsides, most felicitous . It might
have been sincerely thought by the Trustees a com-
pliment to Mr. Jefferson, wh ich he deserved. Pos-
sibly William Find ley, Esq., who then represented
a la rge portion of Western Pennsylvania in Con-
gress, a Trustee of the Academy, and a wann p0-
litical partisan of Mr. Jefferson, may have led the
Trustees to adopt this name; and may have sug-
ges ted th at a dcuceur m ight be given by Mr.
Jefferso n for the complime nt, or he might help
them by testam entary provision."
Legend has it tha t Presiden t Jefferson responded
by send ing his portrait by an unknown artist. If
the fledgling college expected a gift of money, there
was disappointment because Jefferson had finan-
cial difficul ties from lavish personal spending and
over generous maintenance of his politica l office.
The Rev. Dr. McMillan resigned his posi tion on
the Board of Trustees to become Professo r of Di-
vinity. Under his influence during the next 30 years
the Jefferson College grad uated nea rly 2,000 stu-
dents of which more than half beca me ministers ,
cha plains, or missionaries.
Jefferson College d eveloped a strong tradition
in the humanities . As ea rly as 1797, while st ill
an Academy, it had fostered two rival litera ry so-
cieties called the Franklin and the Philo. These be-
came "im portant au xiliaries to the College in
discipline, in maintaining good order, and in train-
ing the minds of the students to habits of etten-
~ndandLore
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tion, accura te discrimina tion, and oratory, to an
exten t not to be attained in the ordinary exercise
of the College."
The two societies met weekly d uring the sessions
of the Co llege. The meetings which opened and
closed with prayer, included spelling, select ora-
tions, debating, reading compositions, and recita-
tions in his tory. The presiding officer a t his induc-
tion into office was required to read an original
composition. The debaters, usually four, were cho-
sen by him. Examples of the debates were: whether
the mathemat ics, or the lan guages - Latin and
Greek - be more necessary; wh ether the immed i-
ate emancipa tion of the slaves would be right;
whether luxury or war is more ruinous to Na tions;
whether the natural talents of men are su perior to
those of women; whether the immortality of the
so ul may be di scovered by the light of nature;
whether animals, inferior to man in the order of
creation, are possessed of immortal souls; whether
the sou l is created immediately at the time of its
infusion into the body; whether capital punishment
should be inflicted by civil government; and
whether provision should be mad e by law for the
maintenance of the poor. Thirty-six such debates
are on record from 1799 to 1857 in Smith's History
ofJeffersen College.
The jefferso n College Hist orical Soc ie ty in
Canonsburg (Fig. 4) ho uses a replica of Franklin
Hall in which the debates of the Franklin and Philo
literary societies took place (Fig. 5). Within this
Museum is also the reconstruction of the original
read ing room for the socie ty members with a col-
lection of their books (Fig. 6).
There were nine presid ents of jefferson College
during its existence from 1802 to 1865. The most
outstanding of these was the Reverend Dr. Mat-
thew Brown (Fig. 7). He had been president of
Washington CoIlege (1806-17) and also pastor of
the town's First Presbyterian Ch urch un til 1822.
In the latter yea r he transferred to Jefferson Col-
lege in Canonsburg where he served for the next
23 years until 1845. These were the College's most
prosperous years and included the fourteen of its
Medical Department in Philadelphia (jefferso n
Medical College, 1824-38). He signed the birth cer-
tificate of Jefferson Medical College with but one
"t" in Matthew (Fig. 1)but in later years he spelled
his first name wi th two "t' s". Und er his adminis-
tration there was a steady flow of pre-professional
students . In addition to preparation for the minis-
try, law, and med icine the curriculum expanded
to include scientific and engineering programs.
The archives of Thomas jefferson University
contains the Jefferson College Diploma (A.B., 1834)
of John Stua rt Leech (Fig. 8) who later graduated
from jefferson Med ical College in 1841. The Medi-
ca l College Catalogue for 1839/ 40 records that
Leech was one of a committee of seven students
appointed to draft a preamble and resolu tion ex-
pressive of the sentiments of the class with respect
to the capabilities of the professors of the insti tu-
tion and the manner in wh ich they had d ischarged
their respective duties. The report of the students
unanimously indicated complete satisfaction with
the past and present pe rformances of the faculty.
The Jqfersonian Alumni Notes for February, 1901 ,
ind icated tha t Dr. Leech who had been the oldest
physician in Chester County, Pennsylvania, died
January 23, 1901, at Downingtown, age 87.
A most outstanding alumnus of Jefferson Col-
lege (845) as well as Jefferson Medical College
(849) was jonathan Letterman (Fig. 9). As chance
would have it, he was born in Canonsburg in 1824,
the place and year recorded on Jefferson Med ical
College's birth certificate. His father, Dr.Jonathan
Letherman (spe lled differently) was a member of
the Board of Trustees of Jefferson College (elected
1820). Letterman had a distin gu ished military ca-
reer in which he served as Med ical Directo r of the
Army of the Potomac d uring the Civil War. He
achieved perma nent fame by revolutionizing the
care of the wounded on the battlefield, and his
name is memoria lized in the Army's Letterman
General Hospital in San Francisco, California.
In 1851 an offering was made to the public to
purchase endowment scholarships to Jefferson
Co llege (Fig. 10). These were authorized to be
passed down to future generations in perpetuity.
After serving one member of a family, the certifi-
cate was valid for another member or designee by
direct transfer or by testament. Selling for $25, this
Roots and foundin~
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Fig. 7.The Rnerend Dr. Mallhew Brown, President of Jefferson
College (1822-45) . (Courtesy of Historical Cc jlection of Wash·
inglon and lefferson Couege.j
Fig. 8. Jefferson College diplom a (1834) of John Stuart leech
(JMC.l841).
incredible bargain became a financia l disaster to
Jefferson College as well as the later unified Col-
lege of Washington and Jefferson. Claimants ap-
peared until the 1940sand the scheme was discon-
tinued in the early 19605.
The town of Washington, just seven miles south
of Canonsbu rg. had competed with a log cabin
Academy and a College in closely parallel years.
Early in their mutual history {l806l and again in
1815 there were unsuccessful schemes for uniting
the tw o Colleges. At one po int the two had
switched presidents. Both the Rev. Dr. Andrew
Wylie and Matthew Brown had served both insti-
tutions. Academically,Jefferson College was con-
sidered the stronger (Fig. 11).
On March 4,1865, the Pennsylvania Legislature
united Washington and Jefferson College under
a single Charter. Jefferson College obta ined the
ad vantage of co nd uc ting th ree senior liberal
o!'
. '.
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I
..; .
Legend and Lore
6
arts classes in Canonsburg. Washington obtained
the prepara tory school, the joint College's fresh-
man class, an experimental scientific school and
an Agricultural Inst itute.
Unfortuna tely, the costs of maintaining two lo-
cations and of honoring the perpetua l scholarships
spo iled the already uneasy compromise. Accord-
ing ly, in an Act of February 26, 1869, the Legisla-
ture authorized the combined Trus tees to consoli-
da te a t one campus. A subscription was rai sed in
Washington for $50,000, matched by only $16,000
in Canonsburg, and the decision for location went
to Wash ington (Fig. 12). The unhappy Canonsburg
citizens fought the decision in court until finally
defea ted at the Supreme Court level. The legal fees
had been subs tantia l and the ira te Canonsburg
townspeop le took th e loss badly. Wh en the
Jefferson College had to move to Washington in
1871, the Canonsburg people kept and even hid
fig. 9. Jonathan Letterman (Jefferson College, 1845; lefferson
Medical College, 1849).
f ig. 10. Cert ificate of Endowm ent Scholarship. (Courtesy of
Historical Collection of Washington a nd Jefferson College.)
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some archival relics. This included the portraits
of Thomas Jefferson and Benjamin Franklin that
eventually were given to Thomas Jefferson Uni-
versity. On the other hand, Jefferson College con-
tributed its excellent teachers.
lime healed the wounds and Washington and
Jefferson College flourished as a liberal arts col-
lege. The Jefferso n Medical College grad uating
Class of 1991 contained three who had taken their
premedical courses there.
Fig. 11. Jefferson College (1850). lCourtesy of HislorK.a1 Col-
ledion of W.ashington.and lefferson College.)
Fig. 12. W.ashington.and lefferson CollegeAdminislr.alion 8uild-
ing (19'}1), origina lly buill in 1793.
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George McClellan and the
.....__......F_o_u_n.:..:d.:..:i~ng of Jefferson Medical Collel1e
In 1820 the city of Philadelphia had approxi-
mately 113,000 citizens concentrated along th e
Delaware River, spreading westward to Tenth and
Eleventh Streets. It was a garden spot of the United
Sta tes, historically prestigious, commercially thriv-
ing, and cu ltu ra lly sophisticated. Already estab-
lished were the Pennsylvania Academy of the Fine
Arts, the Philad elphia Museum Company, the
Mu sical Fund Society, the Walnut Street Theater,
the Library Co mpany of Philadelphia, the Ameri-
can Philosophical Society, the Pennsylvania Hos-
p ita l and the College of Ph ysicians o f Philadelphia.
In 1824 the Franklin Ins titute was incorporated as
well as the Historical Society of Pennsylvania, the
Horticultural Society and the Mercan tile library.
The Medical School of the University of Penn-
sy lvania was founded in 1765. It was the oldest in
the country, located on the Wes t side of Ninth Street
be tween Market and Ches tnu t. With an impres-
sive facu lty, it ed uca ted more than twice as many
medical students as any other school in the coun-
try. Among the 15 Uni ted Sta tes medical colleges
with 1,970 students, it enro lled 480. Th is relative
monopoly by the University was about to be chal-
lenged successfu lly by one of its own graduates, -
Geo rge McClellan (Fig. I).
Alt hough the ca reer of George McClellan has
been well documented in Thomas Jefferson Unitxr-
sity: Tradition and Heritage, a recounting is all the
more arresting when anecdota l detail s are ad ded
from the talk d elivered by hisgrandson, Dr.George
McClellan (Fig. 2), Professor of Applied Anatomy
at Jefferson 0905-13). His origina l paper was de-
livered March 23, 1911,at a banquet under the aus-
pices of the Academy, Hare, Keen and Coplin S0-
cieties and printed in the /effersoniatl for February,
1913. Except for some edito rial modifications, the
following is largely ada pted from his address en-
titled Dr. George McClellan.
George McClellan <the Founder)
(Account by his grandson,
Professor George McClel lan)
" It is und oubtedly a considerable responsibility
to start in the race of life wi th a name w hich is well
recognized and usua lly accepted as a guarantee of
individual promise. To be d esirous of proving
worthy of one's ances tors is a proper spirit for guid-
ance, but it does not lighten nor lessen the struggle.
Since my gradua tion, in 1870, I have striven to be
worthy of the nam e I bear and to uphold the inter-
es t of the students of the Jefferson Medical Col-
lege. To her students of many classes I have the
wa nnest attachment, having formed their acquain-
tance first when I was myself a student, then d ur-
ing the period I held a free- lance for anatomy a t
my private school, and recently since I have bee n
honored by the Prolessorship ol Applied Anatomy
in the Faculty.
"These facts are suff icien t cause fo r my
being asked to tell you of my grandfather's early
fig. 1. Dagu~rrNtypc! of Geo~ McClellan. the Foondt'r (in
Thomas JEoffe~ Uniwrsity Archives).
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experiences, which led to the founding of this
great medica l institution and for my accep tance
of the opportunity.
"My grandfather, George McClellan (Fig. 1),was
born at Woodstock, Wyndham County, Connecti-
cut, December 22, 1796. He was prepared at the
Township Academy, at Woodstock, for Yale Col-
lege which he entered in the Sophomore Class in
1812, and from which he graduated in 1815. Dur-
ing the latter part of the college course he placed
himself under the tutelage of Dr.Thomas Hubbard,
the local country practitioner, and a prominent
surgeon of that time; and showed great aptitude
for the profession of medicine.
"He was advised to go to Philadelphia and ma-
triculate at the University of Pennsylvania, which
he did in the autumn of 1817, and he entered as
private student the office of Doctor Dorsey, who
was then Professor of Anatomy at the University.
He received his diploma from the University in
1819, and, owi ng to family difficulties, was about
to accept a position to seek his fortune in Brazil,
when prudence led him to consult the advice of
Professor Silliman, at Yale, who had always taken
a warm interest in him, and who urged that his
best course, in order to exercise his abili ties in the
line of his profession, was to stay in Philadelphia
and endeavor to make his way there. Young
McClellan was at that time hampered by the im-
Fig. 2. George' McCle'llan. M.D., grilndson of the' Foundn'".
possibility of receiving financial aid from his
father, whose income from the Connecticut
farm was hard ly adequate to the support of his
family at home .
'The early days of the struggle are interesting
and teach a lesson of perseverance and courage,
which finally led to unusual success . I have the
notes and a diary which my grandfather kept dur-
ing this period and from whom Iglean these facts.
He first took a room on Spruce Street above Fourth
Street, which served as an officeand sleeping apart-
ment , a cot-bed being curtained off in one comer.
He had only a few books and fewer instruments.
He had made a great many friend s and some pow-
erful ones among the faculty of the University, who
materially aided him by entrusting to him patients
at his first independent start. He was appointed
Assistant in Surgery to Professor Gibson. and Dr.
Physick recognized his ability and in many kindly
ways encouraged it. I find repeated reference in
his case-book to patients who were sent to him by
Doctor Physick, and in a little while , within four
or five months from his graduation, there are
entries in the journal which indicate that he was in
professional attendance upon Doctor Physick.
He says over and over again that he paid $1.50 for
hire of a horse and buggy to visit Dr. Physick,
who was then living at his out-of-town resi-
dence, now known as the Randolph Mansion . in
East Fairmount Park.
"That the pa tients by whom he was first con-
sulted were of the hu mbler and poorer class is evi-
dent from the entries, often 'no charge' and then a
few of 'one do llar,' rarely of 'two dollars.' There is
a note which tells a story of some hardship - that
he had to get his dinner usually in the middle of
the day with one or the other of his patients or some
kind ly friend , and that often meals consisted
chiefly of 'crackers and water ' at his office.
"He was so enthusiastic and energetic that he
never seems to have hesitated to undertake any
surgical procedure that seemed justifiable. Dur-
ing the first year are records of numerous opera-
tions for cataract, removal of tumors, ligating of
arteries and amputations. He read everything he
could obtain relating to his profession and to gen-
Lesend end Lore
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eral cultivation. He had a very retentive memory,
and loved to talk over what he had been reading,
so that he beca me a fluent and ready speaker who
gained listeners everywhere. He was undaunted
in his conviction after he had reflected upon any
question , and became so rapid a thinker and actor
that he was a t first envied, and then the target for
satire and ridicule from those wh o were unable to
keep up with him.
"He appreciated that anatomy must be the foun -
d ation for diagnosis and skillful operative work,
and he never lost opportunity for dissecting and
making autopsies . He was ea rly elected one of
the staff at the Philadelphia Almshouse an d there
are plenty of corroborative stories as to his inde-
fatigable work on the dead body, and the marvel-
ous rapidity of application of knowledge thus ob-
tained upon the living, whenever a case was pre-
sented where others hesitated to operate. This led
to two distinct factors which determined the sub-
sequent boldness which characte riz ed him as
a man, and especially as the founder of the Jef-
ferson Med ical College, as well as the opposi-
tion which he soo n found at every tum from those
who were perhaps less gifted and who were cer-
tainly more conservative.
"An opera tion for stone in the bladder by Pro-
fessor Gibson and a difference of opinion with
regard to it led to my grandfather taking up his
hat and leaving the University, never again to
enter its halls . Within a few days the patient
whom Doctor Gibson had pronounced not to have
a stone consulted my grandfather, who, in the pres-
ence of other su rgeons, operated deftly and re-
moved a la rge stone.
"There was at that time a disposition to regard
all innovations as wrong, and, because things had
so long been cond ucted upon certain principles,
anyone who ventured to pronounce against them
or to suggest any new ideas o r methods was
frowned upon by the elde rs in the profession. You,
who are so used to seeing surgical work ofall kinds
d one under the cond ition of an esthesia, cannot
imagine wh at it was when surgeons had no such
aid in their work. It required confide nce in one's
own power whi ch cannot be ov erestimated and to
those who were conscientious you can understand
that the preparation for any great surgical proce-
dure required study and cultivated practice on the
cada ver to embolden one to operate upon a living
patient. Such cond itions naturally made surgeons
of two classes, those who were bold and those who
were timid. Of the former the danger lay in over-
doing, and there were not wanting those wh o
readily accused my grandfather of rashness, even
of foolhardiness. However that may have been,
there is plenty of evidence to show that patients
realized his skill , if they d id not understand his
boldness, and his practice grew accordingly;so that
a little later in his diary is recorded , 'Bought a horse
ten years old and a buggy for $100: At this time
students, who are ever the best cri tics as to who
knows how to teach them, followed him wherever
he wa s able to take them, and thus he very early
established himself as a teacher, giv ing at first in-
struction in anatomy and surgery at his office at
night, and then over a stabl e on Queen Street.
" 1 have co p io us notes o f th ose early lec-
tures, taken by students a t th e time and they
s ho w remarkable knowledge of things as
they were understood, a nd, wh at is more re-
markable, fore-knowledge of what have since be-
come established facts.
"Time hurried him along from one experience
to another. Patients and students increased in num-
ber. He was called upon by other professional men
to opera te in and out of town. Recorded surgical
feats are innumerable. Coincident with this is the
increase of d u ties whi ch involved necessary finan -
cial success - for my grandfa ther married in 1820,
Miss Elizabeth Brinton. The family were one of
the oldest and most respected in Philadelphia and
it might have been supposed that the connection
would have been of great social help, but strange
are the vicissitudes of human fortune! Mr. great-
grandfather Brinton was angered by his daughter 's
choice of a poor you ng doctor from Connecticut,
and the family gen erally looked upon the ma tch
as unsuitabl e to the dignity of the Brintons. Often
have I heard the story from my grand mother how
when they first went to housekeeping they cou ld
only furnish two rooms, besides the office, and that
Roots and found ing-
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'George sa id within a year I should have my own
carriage and if I wa nted to I might then take my
sis ters to drive, and he kept his word, and after
that th ings went bette r:
" I have so me silver plate engraved with my
grandfather 's name, which a gra teful patient sent
him and which was first displayed upon the side-
board when the fami ly thought 'better of our mar-
riage: as my grandmother used to say. Suc h ex-
perience ma y come to some of you and I hope tha t
if they d o they w ill hav e the same outcome:'
Founding of
Jefferson Medical College
(Ed itor's Account)
By 1823, when McClellan was 27 years old, he
began to realize that the time had come for Phila-
delphia to support another medical school. This
idea was not new, for a t the session of 1818/19
W.P.c. Barton, Professor of Botany at the Univer-
sity, had applied to the State Legislatu re for cre-
ation of a second medical school. A protest meet-
ing of the University students thwarted th is action.
It was an act of heresy to start a new medical school
in competition with one's own Alma Mater.
McClellan dared. ou trageously to circumvent the
University's opposition by securing pennission to
es tablish his medical school under the cha rter of a
liberal arts college as far away in Pennsylvani a as
Canonsburg, just 15 miles sou th of Pittsburgh. It
was jefferso n College, to which he applied in a let-
ter of june 2, 1824, along with john Eberle, M.D.,
Joseph Klapp, M.D., and Jacob Green, Esq., asking
that they be recognized as a facu lty under its cha r-
ter as its Medical Department, - to be known as
the jefferson Medical College of Philadelphia.
In a docume nt signed by President Matthew
Brown on October 30, 1824, the Medical Depart-
me nt in Philadelphia of jefferson College was es-
tablished . The "a ll- im porta n t bit o f parch-
ment", in fac t th e b irth ce rtifica te of jefferson
Medical College (Fig. 3), was d isplayed by Profes-
sor McClellan to the students at the 1911 ban-
quet. It now resides in the Dean's office of jef-
ferso n Medical College.
The reno va ted Tivoli Theater at 518-20
Prune St reet (now Locust Walk) wa s opened
o n March 8, 1825, as jefferson's first Medical
Hall. Prayer was offered by the Reverend Ash-
bell Green and the address was delivered by Dean
Benjamin Rush Rhees.
Th e Uni versity of Pennsylvania made a protest
to the State Legislature in the fonn of a Memorial
on October 25, 1825, to prevent th e fled gli ng
jefferson Medical Co llege from granting the M.D.
diploma eithe r by its Faculty or by the parent Col-
lege in Ca nonsburg. By March, 1826, it was time
for jefferson's first graduating class to receive the
M.D. degree, but pennission for this was pending
a vo te in the Legislature. McClellan learned just
the day before that a vote was to take place in the
Legislature on April 7, 1826. This occasioned his
legendary ride in horse and buggy to Harrisburg
to lobby for jefferson's cause. It has been likened
to the ride of Paul Revere.
Continuation of Account of
Professor George McClellan
(the grandson)
"Withou t any assured support, McClellan sim-
ply told his wife (the morning of April 6, 1826) that
he was going to d rive to Harrisburg, as the legis-
lature was in session. There were no telegraph,
telephone, steam cars or automobiles in those days,
and the stage roads were not of the best. Sta rting
ea rly he drove in his Doctor 's buggy a ll day to
Lancaster w here he called on a former classmate,
Dr. john L. Arlee, and found the family partaking
of the evening meal. Without any preliminaries
he asked Dr. Atlee to feed and rest his horse, which
was done up, because he must push on to Harris-
burg. He was pressed upon to sit and eat, but, as
Dr. Atlee records, 'declined, saying he must not
stop, bu t kept walking up and down the room, talk-
ing all the time of his p lans and hopes and beliefs:
Presently the sound of whee ls passing on the road
and a loud shou ting occu rred, with cries of dis-
may. McClellan rushed out of d oors and as speed-
ily back again, saying, •Atlee, Arlee, let me have
your horse those fellows must not get ahead of me!'
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The horse was brou ght around, and, after he had
started, it was ascertained that the stage coach,
which had met with the mishap of a broken axle
on the dark road, conta ined two of the University's
professors and some of their friends, who were on
their way to prevent my grandfa ther from ga ining
a hearing at the meeting of the Legislature the next
day. Meanw hile McClellan d rove all night, and
Arlee's horse took him into Harrisburg. while the
Legislature was in session the following morning.
Without a moments d elay, he sought and obtained
attention. 50 ably did he plead his cause an d so
completely did his hearers agree with him that his
petition was favorably received. He d id not hesi-
tate to tell the members of the legislatu re that there
was opposition and tha t it was coming as fast as it
cou ld, on ly that a breakdown enabled him to ge t
there first. This carried the day.
'The ride back to Philadelphia was fraught wi th
no accident, McClellan only stopping to return
Arl ee' s horse and ge t his own refreshed ani-
mal, and talkin g all the time to his friend, no t
of his triumph, but of his views about this and
that person he hoped to associa te wi th him in the
new college facu lty.
" It was troublesome times for him and for all
who dared sympa thize with him, and at first ev-
erything was vexatious and d ishea rtening. Every
so rt of jealous intri gu e was resorted to profession-
ally and socially, even lawsui ts were concocted and
his old friend Doctor Physick was induced to tes-
tify against him. However, this was not so bad as
it might have been. and possibly was expected to
be, for whe n Docto r Physick was asked as to
whether he thou ght a certain operation in ques-
Fig. 3. "'Birth Ct'f1ific~lr'" of leffenon Medical College, based
on charter of leffeROnCollege ~ l Glnonsburg, ~nnsylvanla.
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tion was advisable, he said, 'not in his opinion:
but when asked if he thought any one would un -
dertake it he replied , 'only McClellan would
dare to do it:
"It is doubly dear to me, as it is the copy in my
grandmother 's writing wh ich she made for the
occasio n. She often told me, in afterdays, of the
excitement and anxiety attend ing the first steps of
the jefferson, but with undiminished pride she of-
ten referred to my grandfa ther 's enthusiasm and
devotion to the cause which had impelled him from
her first acquaintance with him.
"I may, perhaps, be pardoned if I take this occa-
sion to say that pride in this early entered into
my own career, and that 1felt justified in directing
my own steps along the independent path of
anatomy and surgery, in wh ich the man whose
nam e I bear had so strenuously led the way. 1may
also, I hope, bepardoned if I take this opportu nity
to call your attention to some striking traits o f
the man to whom jefferson students owe so much
and which ought to be understood and revered by
them for all time.
'When I first went to Euro pe to pursue my stud-
ies after gradua tion at jefferson in 1870, I recall with
peculi ar emotion, when on presenting a card of
introduction to the great Professor Billroth, at
Vienna, he asked me, not if I were related to the
founder of jefferson Medical College. 1 doubt if
he knew there were such an institution but 'are you
related to the McClellan who so often operated on
the parotid gland?'
"Again in Edinburgh I was asked by Profes-
sor Anandale if I were 'kin to the man who first
understood the effect o f lacerating wounds in
diminishing hemorrhage: These are only two
of the surgical sub jectswh ich my grandfather's fer-
tile brain and ready hand gave him originality
in dealing with.
'The removal of the parotid gland is still, as it
then was, a problem fraught with so much ana-
tomical diffirulty that it was questioned as feasible
and doubted as practicable. Some of you may have
seen the distinguished surgeons at the hospital re-
move a parotid tumor. You all ought to know suf-
ficiently well the anatomy of the region involved
to be able to judge of the severity of such an opera-
tion to the patient, and of its testing to the fullest
extent the ability of the operator. I feel sure I am
not far wrong when I pronounce it to be the grea t-
est test of surgical knowledge and dexterity. But
stop for a moment, you who are to shed future light
on surgery and consider wha t such an operation
must have been without ether or chloroform. It
was thus that my grandfather d id every one of his
operations, and they were in all removal of thir-
teen entire parotid tumors.
"Ionce knew a man whose leg had been crushed
between two beer barrels at a brewery. He told
me my grandfather, who happened to be passing,
was called in and that he immediately had him
carried into an adjacent room and without any
preparati on rut off the leg and stopped the bleed -
ing vessels by tearing them across. He also told
me there was little pain until the bone was sawn.
He was well and about in three weeks. Wedon't
do these things in this way nowadays, but we don 't
have any better results. The tearing of the vessels
in operation wounds was perhaps one of the most
original of my grandfa ther 's ideas, and was due,
as he said, to observa tion that lacerated wou nds
produced by sudde n accidents are peculiarly free
from hernorrhage and not attended with great pain.
He therefore after the incision through the integu-
ment in the neighborhood ofgrowths, etc., did not
hesitate to grasp the part to be removed and to
wrench it from its place, only using the knife to
nick a band of un yielding tissue here and there.
This procedure, although apparently rough, he
believed to be more merciful to the patient, both
as more rapid and liable to less dangerous conse-
quences than the careful cutting out of the tumor;
but it ga ve occasion for ad verse criticism, as his
methods and motives were not easily apprecia ted
and often not understood .
"1have thus briefly told you of the struggles and
determination that led to the foundation of the
jefferson Med ical College. Can you wonder that I
have chosen it as my Alma Mater and that I cher-
ish all that belongs to its early history and to the
name of George McClellan, which I who bear it in
this generation, have striven always to uphold."
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Appraisal of George McClellan by
Samuel D. Gross
"McClellan was the master genius of the estab-
lishment. a fluent and popular lecturer, full of en-
ergy and enth usiasm, but utterly without system.
Every student was warmly attached to him, and
'Mac' was the name by which he was generally
designated. As an operator he was showy, and at
times bri lliant, ye t he lacked the impo rtant requi-
sites of a great su rgeon - judgment a nd patience.
He frequent ly ju mped at concl us ions and was
therefore often at fault in his di agnosis.
"The Commencement day ca me; McClellan de-
livered the address to the graduates, a nd I was one
of twenty-seven who received, at the end of the
third session of the college, the honors of the doc-
torate. McClellan , on this as on any other occa-
sion, was not on time. He kept the aud ience wa it-
ing for a t least ten minu tes, much to the annoy-
ance of President Green, an old man; a nd when a t
length, he made his a ppearance, he could hard ly
read his ma nuscript, so badly was it written. In
fact, as I afterwards learned, he had been engaged
upon the romposition of his address up to the very
moment of leaving his house for the college.
"He died in 1847, in the 51st yea r of his age,
after a brief illness, of perfo ra tion of the bowel.
At the t im e of his d eath th e Colli ns Printing
House had in hand a portion of the manuscript of
a w ork e n tit le d The Principles and Practice of
Surgery, a sma ll volume, issued as a posthumous
production under the superv ision of his son, Dr.
John Hill Brinton McClellan. The work proved to
be a failu re in both a com mercial a nd professi onal
po int of view. The best things in it are its cases,
most of w hich are po rtra yed by the hand of a mas-
ter. Early in his life he wrote some good reviews,
particularly one of Baron Larrey's Surgical Mem-
oirs of Napoleo,,'s Campaigns:"
Editor's Continued Account of
George McClellan
III feelings persisted between McC lella n a nd
Fra ncis S. Beattie, Professor of Midwifery and Dis-
eases of Women and Children at Jefferson, which
led to a litigation for libel by McClellan in 1829
beca use of accusa tions of uneth ical cond uct. The
verdict was in favor of the plaintiff (McClellan) .
The initial years of the new Jefferson Med ica l
College were plagued with fina ncia l problems, In-
fighti ng, a nd harassment by the University of
Pennsylvania . In the ea rly 1830s, new blood in the
facul ty represented by Gra nvi lle Pattison (the "tu r-
bulent Scot"), John Revere (the son of Paul Revere,
the patriot ), and Dunglison ("the peacema ker") led
to a spirit of independent thinking and challenge
aga inst the will of the Founder, who also in his rash-
ness failed to reckon with the power and stability
of the Board of Trustees.
McClellan made the mistake of calling the Board
"a parcel of politicians" and a "blackguard Board
of Trustees ." Worse still, he ope nly and publicly
proclaimed that Jefferson was "rotten and going
to the dogs." This occasioned a decision by the
Board in 1838 to vacate all the chairs and to elect
new professors. Final ba lloting took place on July,
10, 1839. Among the cand idates for the Chair of
Surgery were Thomas Tlckell Hewson (age 66, and
Pres ident of the College of Physicians of Philadel-
p hia) w ho received o ne vo te; Joseph Pancoast
(age 34, a widely respected anatomist-surgeon in
the Ci ty) received seven votes; and McClell a n
(age 43, the Founder) rece iv ed fiv e vo tes .
McClellan' s connec tion with the school he had
founded was a t an end.
McClellan had to be surprised and even morti-
fied by his dismissa l, bu t was not to be outdone.
Irrepressible man that he was, he immediately used
the sa me strategy as he had for Jefferson to found
ye t a nother medical school in Philadelphia. He
obta ined permission from the Pennsylvania Co l-
lege in Gettysburg to establish its Medical Depart-
ment in Philadelphia, with recognition by the State
Legis la ture. Assembling a good. facu lty of five as-
sociates, he com menced the first cou rse of lec-
tu res wi th nearl y 100 students in November, 1839.
Th is school survived for nearly two decad es, but
was dosed by attrition during the Civil War.
McCl ellan again became involved in a fac-
ul ty quarrel in 1843 and reluctantly had to resign
his final surg ica l professorsh ip . He spent the
Roots and Pounding
15
rest of his life in active p ractice in which his name
was a frequent household word . To the poor he
was especially generous.
Death came to him unexpectedly on May 8, 1847,
at age 51. and at the height of his powers. On that
morning he seemed no rmal and was involved in
two operations. By noon he experienced severe
abdomina l pain which forced him to return home.
At midnight he went into shock and died shortly
thereafter. Postmortem exa mination revea led a
perforated sigmoid colon.
McClellan was bu ried in East Laurel Hill
Cemetery, overlooking the East River (Kelly)
Drive in Philadelphia . A handsome granite tomb-
stone ma rks the si te occupied also by his wife ,
Elizabeth (Fig. 4).
Fig. 4. Tombstone of George McClellan and his wife in East
Laurel Hill Cemetery, Philadelphia .
Jefferson's Acceptance by the State Legislature:
The Speech of Christian Brobst
Th e privileg e of Je fferson Co llege a t
Canonsburg, Pen nsylvania, to es tablish a Medical
Department in Philadelphia {lefferson Medical
College) was gra nted under its own Charter by the
State Legislature on October 30, 1824. The right
and power of the new Medical College to grant
diplomas to its graduates was challenged and dis-
puted by the University of Pennsylvania. Legal
en tanglemen ts followed in w hich Edwa rd
Ingersoll , Esq . on behalf of the Canonsburg
College (jefferson) introduced a petition into
the Sta te Legisla tu re on October 25, 1825,
th at specifica lly would enable the gra nting of
med ical d egrees and crea te an add itional Board of
Trus tees in Philad elphia.
During the next five months the issue was de-
bated off and on in the Legislature. Drs. George
McClellan and John Eberle made occasional trips
to Harrisb urg on behalf of favorable passa ge of
the Bill. The opposition strengthened when on
January 30, 1826, a protest was introduced by Wil-
liam TIlghman, Chai rman of the Board of Trustees
of the University of Pennsylvania and Ch ief Jus-
tice of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. In clear
and strongly worded logic it fully set forth reasons
for its objections.
In the State Senate on February 20 (from notes
taken from the Journalof theSenate), four memori-
als from a number of the mem bers of the medical
profession in Philadelphia remonstrated against
the establishment of a new medical school in the
said city. On be half of Jefferson, Senator Joel
B. Sutherland (several months later to become a
member of Jefferson's Addi tional Board of Trust-
ees) presented a counter peti tion from su ndry prac-
ticing p hysicians of Pennsylvania, praying for
the establishment of a new medical college in
Philadelphia. He also presented the petition of
sundry p rac ticing p hysicians from Lancaster
County of similar import.
From notes of the Journal of the House of Repre-
sentatives it is documented that on April t. 1826,
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Rep resentative Jacob S. WaIn of Philadelphia pre-
sented a remonstrance from sundry students of
medicine in the University of Pennsylvania agains t
the incorporation of a new medical school in the
City of Philadelphia.
Dr. McClellan learned that a final vote was to
be taken in the Legislature on April 7, 1826. It is
histo rical fact that he made a dash by horse and
buggy, likened to the famous ride of Paul Revere,
to Harrisburg the day before, as related in Thomas
Jefferson University: Tradition and Heritage (p. 22).
The undocumented impression is that he arrived
just in time to make a n impassioned speech
before the Legislature that resulted in favorable
passage of the Bill.
New information indica tes that McClellan made
this last moment trip to lobby once again for pas·
sage of the Bill through the Legislature. In check-
ing with the Legislative Historian of Pennsylvania
it was learned that the rules would not have al-
lowed a public citizen to intrude himself on the
floor and deliver a speech. A newspaper article
recently d iscovered in a scrapbook from Jefferson's
archives reports that a legislator by the name of
Christian Brobst delivered the official convincing
speech that secured passage of the Bill. The legis-
lative records in Harrisbu rg confirm that Brobst
was indeed a representative from Co lumbia
County in the Bloomsburg area and most likely a
Democrat. The Bloomsburg Press from which the
release is taken is still in existence (1993).
Bloomsburg Pennsylvania
Morning Press, June 20, 1925
Man Responsible For Jefferson College
"At the meeting of the Bloomsburg Rotary
Club, Thursday evening, Dr. D.} . Waller, Jr., told the
story of how jefferson Med ical College came into
existence, - a story heard for the first time and one
of county interes ts.
"It was a Columbia Countian, Christian Brobst,
th en in th e Legi sl ature, who was d irectly
responsible for the es ta blishmen t of Jef-
ferson Medical College.
"For years the University of Pennsylvania au-
thorities had managed to defeat in the Legislature
any attempt to have a second medica l school es-
tablished in the State. TIme and time aga in the ef-
fort had been made and failed .
"Dr. George McClellan of Philadelphia was
the man most determined to see the new med ical
college started.
"He got to the ear of Christian Brobst then a
power in the Legislature.
" It wa s th e latter ' s habit to a lways time
his speech so that it was made just before the leg-
islature voted .
'The question of an appropriation to make pos-
sible the start of the college came up.
"Brobst arose and in Gennan accent spoke some-
what in this fashion.
'Up at Catawissa, where I live we had to take
our grist on horseback and ride with it down to
Sunbury. We had no mill. After so many of us had
to do that so often, we persuaded a miller to open
a mill near us and then we had our gris t ground at
home. They came from all directions to have it
done there and it meant a lot to us.
'But after a time, they got to saying: 'the miller
has too much work, he is getting sassy.'
'So it went, and finally we sa id if the miller is
getting sassy and has too much work, we ought to
have another mill. And so we went a little farther
up the creek, and we had a second mill .
'Now men, from wha t I hear this University
of Pennsylv ania is gett ing sassy. I think it is
about time to 'go a little farther up the creek and
open another mill."
"The vote was taken imm edi at ely after that
speech . Jeffer son Medical College was given
an appropria tion and work was sta rted on its
erection soon after.
"Dr. Waller said that he had often heard his fa-
ther tell that story as it came to him from Dr.
McClellan, who never met the Rev. Mr. Waller with-
out inquiring aboutChristian Brobst whom he held
in the highest esteem and regard ."
Appro val of the Bill by Governo r [. Andrew
Schulze on April 7, 1826, (as verified in Executive
Minutes of the Governor) allowed for the first
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Jefferson Medical College Com mencement, which
had been pos tponed, to take place on April 14.
It ratified all previous actions of the mother Co l-
lege at Canonsburg, gave permanence to the com-
position and function of the Faculty, legalized the
gra nting of the M.D . degree, and allowed the
election of a Philadelphia Board of Trustees. The
last legal ba rrie r to survival of the new College
had been elimina ted .
The Controversial
Professor Barnes. the Irascible Professor Barton.
and Early Faculty Squabbles
by Dan Flanagan
dates of his birth and death were not even known;
references specified, only, that he was born in the
year 1791. Fortunately, these details have turned
up, unexpectedly, on the back of an old photo at
ThomasJefferson University. John Barnes was born
in Philadelphia, on December 2,1791 , and died in
St. Louis, on May 19, 1870. The photographer 's
business stamp ind icates tha t the pictu re was, also,
taken in 51. Louis.
The photographer did not provide the elderly
Dr. Barnes with a very flatt ering rep resentation of
himself. But then , there was only so much a pho-
tographer cou ld do. He cou ld use a pencil to re-
store the wave in Barnes' snow-white hair, but not
to smooth out the wrinkles encircling his eyes .
Thou gh Barnes managed to keep a thick head of
hair, he was not nearly as lucky with his teeth, judg-
ing from the "sun ken-in" look of his mouth. And
if one of the advantages to wearing a high collar
included reducing the visua l impact of a double
chin, Barnes could have selected a larger size .
Because of this lackluster appearance, it should
be remembered, tha t when Barnes delivered his
first lecture a t Jefferson, in November, 1826, he was
Fig. 1. John Barnes, M.D., Profes50r of Midwifery, (1826-27).
[Editor's note:The following article is forgivably lengthy becauseof theblaw-by-blowaccount itgives of theearly
itl-fighting that occurred among the firs t facu lty of Jefferson Medical College. It portrays in graphic detail the
situations that rendered the suroival of the nw school extremely tenuous. When combined with the financial
hardshipsand harassment by tile University of Pennsylvania in these start-upyears, oneappreciates howclose the
College came to collapsing. The intrigues andsquabbles, so unexpected amongmen of highprofessional rank, make
fascirmting reading. Dan Flanagan, /effersoll's archiuist technician, obtained this research information from pam·
plr/ets in the University arctttoee. l
John Barnes (Fig. 1) was the second Professor
of Midwifery at Jefferson Med ical College. He was
also the second Midwifery Professor to be remov-
ed from the faculty, and to react to his ouster by
"b road siding" the College.
Aside from the pamphlet, little infonnation has
su rfaced abo ut Barnes. Until recently, the exact
Legend and Lore
18
only 34 years old. Among the students that he lec-
tured to that yea r was a 21 year-o ld matric-
ulant, who was destined to become one of the
greatest su rgeons in the history of medicin e -
Samuel D. Gross.
In his two-volume Autobiography, Dr. Gross de-
livered a terse commentary on his former teacher 's
career at Jefferson.
"Barnes, the obstetrician , held his position only
one session. Having been weighed in the balance
and found wanting, he was placed on the retir-
ed list. He was the dullest lectu rer that it was my
lot ever to hear, destitute of all the attributes of
a successfu l teacher."
Thou gh there is little on record, othe r than
the Barnes pamphlet itself , to con tradict this
assessment, a speech that Dr. Gross deliver-
ed before the Jefferson Alumni Association, on
March 11, 1871, puts his opinion of Barnes into
a broader perspective.
"The fate of the early obstetric professors of our
Alma Mater was eminently curi ous and unfortu-
nate for all pa rties. The origina l occupant of the
chair was Dr. Francis Smith Beatt ie, who, at the
close of the first session, was replaced by Dr. john
Barnes, who in tum, gave way to Dr. Eberle, who
taught Midwifery,during my second course of lec-
tures, in conjunction with the theory and practice
of med icine. From 1829 until 1831 the chair was
filled by Dr. Rhees, when it fell to the lot of Dr.
Usher Parsons...He remained in the school only one
session. On his retirement, the chair was tendered
to Dr. Samuel McClellan, who, in 1839, was suc-
ceeded by Dr. Robert M. Huston, and the latter, in
1841, by Dr. Cha rles D. Meigs; altogether eight in-
cumbents in the short space of sixteen years! A
succession, with an absurd ity, forcibly reminding
one of Genes is, 'And Abraham bega t Isaac, and
Isaac begat [acobl'"
These two citations are probably the most famil-
iar ones known pertaining to Dr. Barnes. They
have, unfortunately, led to some confusion. John
Barnes was on the jefferson faculty,as Professor of
Midwifery, for two sessions, not one. (Barnes lec-
tured, at Jefferson during the 1826-27 session, and,
the 1827-28 session). It is also unclear how Eberle
could have instructed Gross in Midwifery. Gross
gradua ted in the spring of 1828. Barnes was not
removed from the faculty until June 1828 - two
mon ths after Gross gradua ted!
John Barnes' ill-fated career at jefferson Medi-
cal College began d uring the summer of 1826,
when he returned to Philadelphia after a three-year
hiatus, in the wes tern United States.
One of the first persons that Barnes looked
up, when he retu rned to Philadelphia, was John
Ebe rle, (Professor of Th eory and Practice at
Jefferson Medical College). Perhaps the best evi-
dence of their decade-long friendship can be found
in the affectionate farewell written to Barnes, by
Eberle, in the fall of 1823.
"As you are on the eve of removi ng to a very
distant part of the country, I cannot but express to
you my regre t at the interruption wh ich is about
to take place in our social intercourse, although I
am persuaded that your future prosperity will be
materially enha nced by the step you are taking.
In the place to which you are going, you will much
sooner realize the full reward of your professional
merits than can be expected in this city, where the
profession is overcrowded, and where extrinsic
influe nce too ofte n prevail s against intrinsic
worth..J shall expect to hear from you often; and I
beg you, especially, to communicate to me wha t-
ever you find interesting or novel in the natural
history and diseases of the country to which you
are going. If your leisure will ad mit, I should be
mu ch pleased to receive from you a full account of
the bilious fever, so common a long the
Mississippi...Nothing would give me greater sat-
isfaction than to have an occasional paper from
you. The articles which you furnished me for the
Med ical Record er did much cred it to that work;
and I feel particularly desirous to have the assis-
tance of your pen for our new medical journal."
Eberle had more than personal reasons for wel-
coming Barnes back to Philadelphia in 1826. The
chair of Midwifery was about to be "vacated" at
Jefferson , and Dr. Barnes seemed tailor-made for
the position. Eberle lost no time in steering the
course of their conversation towa rds College af-
fairs and expressed to Barnes his interest in seeing
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him become the next Professor of Midwifery.
Though Barnes wanted the position, he hesitated
about accepting it.
Officially, the Chair was still in the possession
of an unyieldi ng Francis Beattie and Barnes shiv-
ered at the thought of playing a usurper 's role.
Reluctantly, Barnes told Eberle that he could not
consent to the proposal as long as Beattie retained
his title. Eberle cautioned his friend not to let
his concern for a doomed man deprive himself
of a situa tion that wo uld rend er him "indepen-
dent for life"; then he warned Barnes that another
doctor, who had already expressed interest in the
position was about to be approached with the
same offer. Once he saw the coveted opportunity
receding from his g rasp, Barnes gave in a nd
agreed to take the chair of Mid wifery, "provided it
should become vaca nt" .
That evening, the faculty forwa rded a letter to
the Philadelphia Board of Trustees, recommend-
ing Dr. Barnesasa replacement for Francis Beattie.
While Barnes worried about assuming an
unwanted role in Professor Beattie's downfall,
the thoug ht never occurred to him that his wel-
fare, not Beattie's, was actua lly at stake. Barnes
did not realize, until it was too late, that he would
be threatened by the same considerations which
ruined his predecessor.
'The leading design of Dr. McClellan," Barnes
explained retrospectively in his pamphlet, "was to
procure the appointme nt of Dr. James Rush as a
member of the Jefferson medical faculty. This ob-
ject was unreservedly avowed, personally and by
letter, during the passage of the act of in -
corporation. The removal of Dr. Beattie, and the
intended introduction of Dr. Rush, were all ar-
ranged before Dr. Beattie had concluded his course
of lectures, and even before he had made those
pretended omissions and pretended mistakes,
which have been so deceptiously magnified to
delude the public."
The need to displace two members of the fac-
ulty complicated McClellan's already diffi-
cult task. Because Dr. Rush preferred the Chair
of Theory and Practice, McClellan intended to cre-
ate a vacancy in Mid wifery for the d isplaced Dr.
Eberle. It wa s a n act of co nsideration th at
Eberle resisted mightily.
There were good reasons why McClellan was
willing to go to SO much trouble. Dr. Rush be-
longed to one of Philadelphia's most prominent
families. After graduating from Princeton in 1805,
James Rush obtained his M.D. from the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania, in 1809. Following the ex-
ample of his father, Dr. Benjamin Rush, he trav-
eled to Edinburgh for extended medica l train-
ing. He returned to Philadelphia in 1811, and
quickly established himself as a private lecturer
and medical practitioner. Eight years later, the al-
ready prosperous Dr. Rush married Phoebe Anne
Ridgeway, daughter of a wealthy Philadelphia
merchant. When her father died, Phoebe inher-
ited an estate va lued at more than a million dol-
lars! Her husband was, therefore, ideally quali-
fied to join the faculty of McClellan's struggling,
new, medical school.
The rented Prune St . building (the former
Winter TIvoli Theater) lacked the space and facili-
ties needed to teach medicine. Because the Col-
lege was p ropriet a ry, the respons ibili ty for
ban krolling the en terprise fell squarely on the
shoulders of the faculty members, none of whom
had financial resou rces equal to the task. One of
the Trustees, the Rev. Ezra Stiles Ely, stepped into
the breach and constructed a new building a short
distance away from the old TIvoli. Ely worried
about his investment, however, and campaigned
vigorously with McClellan for the addition of Dr.
Rush to the Jefferson faculty. Ely hoped in this way
to get rid of a "precarious stock investment, by dis-
posing a considerable part of it to the wealthy con-
nections of Dr. Rush".
The "precarious stock investment" consisted of
a lot on Tenth St., between Walnut and Sansom
(then called George St.), purchased in May 1827,
for $6,500. The building (named in honor of Rev.
Ely) took nearly a year to complete, and cost an
additional $10,500. Ely financed the projectby ere-
ating shares of Jefferson Medical College stock, for
which he officiated as the trustee .
George McClellan's plans to bring Rush into the
fac ul ty were made even mo re difficu lt by
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Jefferson's acquisition of a bo tan ist named Will-
iam Paul Crillon Barton (Fig. 2). The Barnes pam-
phlet is noteworthy for the light it sheds on Pro-
fessor Barton's surprising role in Jefferson's fac-
ulty con troversies. Rather than confirming that
Barton stood apa rt from the fighting, Barnes por-
trays Professor Barton as one of George M«':lellan 's
most formidable opponents.
Though McClellan could take credit for estab-
lishing Philadelphia's second medical school. he
was by no means the first person to try. An earlier
attempt had been mad e by W.P.c. Barton in 1818.
The University of Pennsylvania automatically op-
posed the measure, and used its influence in State
Legislature to keep Barton from getting a charter.
Several years later, McClellan faced the same ob-
stacle, but, he tricked the opposition by incorpo-
rating his medical school as a department of a lib-
eral arts college near Pittsburgh. Unfortuna tely,
having "co m mo n e nemies" with George
McClellan did not predispose Barton toward be-
coming comrades in arms wit h him. If anything,
their shared ambitions contribu ted to their per-
sonal animosity.
w.P.c. Barton (Nov. 17, 1786 - Feb. 29, 1856) be-
longed to a d istingu ished scienti fic and profes-
sional family. He gra duated from Princeton in 1805
with more than jus t a classical ed uca tion. Each
member of Barton's class was encouraged to as-
sume the name of so me celebrated figure. Barton
chose that of Count Paul Crillon, and retained the
initials "P.c." for the rest of his life. Studying medi-
cine under the wing of his uncle, Benjamin Smith
Barton, he received his medical d egree from the
University of Pennsylva nia in 1808. Shortly after-
wa rds , W.P.c. Barton obta ined an appointment, as
a Navy Surgeon. While serving in thi s capaci ty
Barton assumed additional responsibilities.outside
of those associa ted wi th his Naval service. When
his uncle died in 1815, Barto n succeeded him to
the chair of Botany at the University of Pennsylva-
nia. Unfortunately, the emoluments derived from
his position were not as lucrative as they had been
for his Uncle. Shortly after W.P.c. Barton's a rrival
the chair was removed from the Medical Faculty
and placed in the newly created Department of
Frs. 2. Willwm P.C. Ibrton, M.D., Professor of Maleril Media.
(1826- 29) and Dun (1828-29 ).
Na tu ral Sciences. The creation of this department
had more to do with acquiring a tract of land for a
Botanica l Garden, and negotiating certain debts
owed to the State than satisfying a genuine demand
for its services. Because the diploma offered by
the Na tu ral Sciences Department had nothing to
d o with securing profitable employment after
gra d uation, the faculty experienced a great deal of
trouble a ttracting students. Of the five professors
in the department, Barton was the only one who
lectured regularly. He accomplished this largely
by remitting his fees and teaching gratuitous ly.
Though his University position yielded no mon-
etary advantage, it allowed Barton to enhance his
prestige and authority as a Botan ical writer. Dur-
ing this period Barton di rected the grea ter part of
his energies into writing books, which wo n him
acclaim nationwide. In the light of his growing
reputation, Barton petitioned the University to re-
store his chair to the Med ical Faculty. Since the
University of Pennsylvania refused to take action,
Barton eagerly accepted when Jefferson offered
him a place on its faculty in 1826. (Two years later,
the University of Pennsylvania fonnaUydissolved
the Department of Natural Sciences) .
W.P.c. Barton is usually remembered as a bota-
nist firs t, a teacher second, and a naval surgeon
last. Barton's career in the Navy, however, con-
sumed the greater part of his life (from 1809 to
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1856). When Barton died on Feb. 29, 1856, he was
buried with full milita ry honors. Comet pla yers
led the funera l procession, through the streets of
Philadelphia , to Laurel Hill Cemetery, where a
d etachment of Marines brought the services to a
close, by firin g rifles over Barton' s grave.
A closer look into Barton's milita ry reco rd, how-
ever, revea ls that his career in the Navy, was more
irregular than the ceremonies suggested.
In his beha vior Barton epitomized a particular
breed of Yankee Individual ist. It was unnatural
for a man like Barton (or McClellan, for that mat-
ter) to submit to hierarchical authority, or to allow
his personal affairs to be contro lled by other people.
Consequently, Barton experienced difficulties ac-
cepting orders that were incompatible with his
personal wishes . When confro nted by a situation
that was not to his liking, Barton struggled rest-
lessly to bring about changes. This made him an
effective campaigne r for reform inside the Navy's
hospital s. On a more personal level, however,
Barton's cha llenges to unwanted duty ass ignments
beca me almost farcical in nature.
Soo n after he joined the Navy, W.P.c. Barton re-
ceived orders to join the crew aboard the frigate
United States. Though the terms "sea duty" and
"naval service" are virtually synonymous the grim
reali ty of life at sea proved to be even worse than
he imagined it would be. After spend ing nearl y
two yea rs aboard ship, Barton reached the limits
of his end urance.
"The unsettled and wandering life on board ship
not only deters the gra tifica tion of professional
ambition, but absolu tely generates an inaction of
mind very inimical to solid improvement of any
kind. The sea does not subject me to any corpo-
rea l malady, but really produces a spiritless inac-
tion and mental debility which all the resolution I
have been able to exert for better than two years
has not afforded me the power to overcome. "
Th is was putting it mildly. Barton was not re-
cording his private thoughts in a journa l, or seek-
ing condolences from a sympathetic friend. He was
writing to the Secretary of the Navy and asking
for a re-ass ignment to the Phil ad elphia Navy Yard.
Since the ranks would thin considerably if com-
plaints like Barton's had their intended effect, the
Secretary of the Navy turned the request down -
bu t Barton refused to take "no" for an answer. He
used every means at his disposal in an all-out ef-
fort to stay ashore. He as ked friends and relatives
to use their influe nce in Wash ington to help him
get what he wa nted . Atone point Barton even trav-
eled to Washington to see Pres ident James Mon-
roe about one of the coveted Navy Yard jobs. The
Presidential recommendation that Barton received
secured the post for him, bu t, unfortunately, com-
ment s Barton had ma de, just before coming to
Washington, go t him into trouble. It seemed that
Barton had "jacously" remarked, to one of the other
d octors at the Philadelphia Nava l Hospita l, that
he had better look to his position there, as he (Dr.
Barton) intended to get it for himsel f. As a result,
Barton was cha rged with "conduct unbecoming an
officer and a gentlema n" , and ordered to appear
before a cou rt martial.
The accusation was made that , in the process of
applying for the Hospital Surgeon's position a t the
Philadelphia Navy Yard, Barton "ins id iously so-
licited and procu red Dr. Thomas Harris to be su-
perseded and removed from his place at the hos-
pital, and obtained it for himself." Among the
witnesses subpoenaed to appea r before the court
was Pres ident Monroe . Th ough prevented from
testifying in person, because of his official duties
as chief executive, Pres ident Monroe sent written
statements to the court which were high ly favor-
able to Barton's defense. The court decid ed tha t
the charge was sustained "to a certain exten t only"
and sentenced Barton to be reprimanded by his old
friend, the Secre tary of the Navy.
Later in his career, w hen Barton beca me Chief
of Bureau (a position ana logous to the Surgeon
Gene ral's office today), his enviable talent for es-
caping sea duty, particularly during wartime (War
of 1812), led to an attempt to legislate him out of
office. Barton 's enemies attached a proviso to a
Naval Appropriation Bill, s tipulating that any ap-
pointee for that office needed to have spent at least
five years at sea in order to qua lify. In spite of their
actions, Barton survived as a Bureau Chief with
less than th ree yea rs service at sea .
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Barton's Naval career bears looking into because
his machinations and office seeking tend to sup-
port th e pamphlet sta tements made by John
Barnes. In one anecdote, Barnes sta tes that while
he and Dr. Barton were still waiting for their fac-
ulty appointments, Barton offered him the cha ir of
Institutes on the Jefferson faculty if he would re-
sign Midwifery (in favor of an outsider, who m
Barton wanted to bring into the faculty). Barnes '
charac teriza tion of W.r.c. Barton as a "professo-
rial broker" was underscored by the fact that the
cha ir of Institutes had just been crea ted specifically
for Dr. Rhees as a reward for giving up Materia
Medica to Dr. Barton.
Though Barton's role in the proceedings sur-
rounding the expulsion of Francis Beattie were
minimal, comments made about Barton in Beattie's
pamphlet c re a ted a furor. Drs . McClellan ,
Green, Smith, and Rhees beca me "decid ed ly hos-
tile" towards Professor Barton as a resu lt. This
made for some mem orable mo ments d uring the
faculty meetings, which were vividly described
by Dr. Ba rnes:
"From the tim e of my appointment I a ttend-
ed regu larly the meetings of the Jefferson medical
facu lty, most of which, however, were so ind eco-
rous and turbulent, owing to the di sputes and the
ungentlemanly deportment o f th e members
toward s eac h other, that attendance at them
was really painful. On one occasion, at a regular
facult y meeting, Professor Barton shook his fist in
Professor Rhees' face."
Barnes also found Dr. Barton's "Navy" vocabu-
lary worthy of comme nt, if not actu al repetition.
"Dr. Barton was not wa nting, on his part, in the
free expression of his opinions of some of his col-
leagu es. His favo rite epithet, a lmos t co ns ta nt-
ly applied when speaking of one of the trustees,
was so profane and abusive, that fro m regard
to the highly res pectabl e family of this trustee, I
sha ll not mention it."
Though Barnes politel y refused to identify
the na me o f thi s Jefferson trust ee, a passage
in th e Beattie pamphlet sugges ts that it
was Sa mue l Badger.
"Colonel Ca rr, of Kingsessing, had observed for
some time the gradual decrease of his most valu -
able hot-house plants. To det ect the manner in
which they had disappeared , he gave directions
to one of his workmen to wa tch visitors, w he n
about to leave the ga rden. On a particu lar day the
man so em ployed we nt to Colonel Ca rr and told
him some of his plants were now goi ng. The Colo-
nel followed the man to the gig of Dr. Barton, and
from it took some one, or more, plants. Co lonel
Ca rr then ordered Dr. Barton to lea ve his garden
and forbade him ever to n....enter it . Such was the
statem ent made by Dr. McClellan, which, he sa id ,
he received from Mr. Badger, and that Mr. Badger
told him that he had it from Co lo nel Carr."
(Editor 's note: It has been sa id that all true ga rden
lovers are thieves.)
If Barton had his d etractors in the faculty, he
made up for the loss elsewhe re. Regardless of
whether it was in spite of his caustic perso na lity
or beca use of it, Barton enjoyed extreme popular-
ity among Jefferson's yo ung med ical students. He
was one of S.D. G ross' favo rite lec tu rers . "He
abounded in flashes of wit ; and a vein of irony and
sarcasm was pe rceptible in almost everything he
d id and sa id ...In his criticisms of con temporan e-
ous wri ters, he was often severe, and even bitter,
especially when he had occasion to speak of a cer-
tain wri ter on Mat eria Med ica with whom he had
long been on terms of open hostility. He wo uld
then often, with a peculiarly di sd a inful curl of the
upper lip, fly off into the keenest satire and invec-
tive, mu ch to the amusem ent of his young aud i-
tors, a ll of whom, with few excep t io ns were
warmly a tt ached to him. It wa s his in variable
practice...to ask the class some qu est ions respect-
ing the lectu res of the previous day. On suc h occa-
sions, Zook, a member o f the class, no longer
young, frequen tly beca me a source of merriment
from the particular tone of voice in w hich his
name was called out. "Mr. Zco-o-k' , the lecturer
would say, with the peculiar cu rl of the lip just
alluded to, 'M r. Z-o-o-k, w ill you be so kind as
to s tate w ha t the co mposition of a loes, and
w ha t are some of its more importa nt uses?' Mr.
Zook of course stamme red and hesi tated, while his
more mischievous compa nions either tittered , or
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broke ou t into a loud lau gh."
Perhaps the most striking thing about this
quotation is that while Drs. Gross and Barnes dif-
fer in their personal reactions to Dr. Barton, the
temperament of the man that each writer d es-
cribes is re markably similar. Iro ni cal ly, the
Jefferso n Trustees welcomed Dr. Barton into the
faculty, while reconsidera tions hindered the path
of Dr. Barnes. In add ition to the complications in-
herent in prying Dr. Beattie loose from his chair,
McClellan delayed the appointment further, by
secretly writing a letter to the Trus tees counteract-
ing his recommendation of Barnes.
Intent on providing Rus h with a faculty posi-
tion, McClellan hoped to force Eberle ou t of his
chai r by condemning each and every Midwifery
cand idate. McClella n hoped tha t this wo uld force
the Board to assign Midwifery to Eberle d uring the
upcoming session. Barton in the meantime was
urging everybody "who had any pre tension s to
Midwifery" to ap ply without delay!
In frustration, McClellan began speaking openly
about removing Barton, and criticized Eberle as
Barton's "tool" (a word which carries certain no n-
utilitarian connotations in Fanner 's 18th century
Slang Dictionary ). With the ope ning of the new
school session approaching rapidly, McClellan
se ttled on the "temporary appointment" of Dr.
Barnes. To facilita te McClellan's control over the
situation, Samuel Badge r met with Barnes to ob-
tain a note acknowledging the cond itional nature
of his employment. Though the note was brief,
the wordi ng reflected th e length y deliberation
which had taken place between Dr. Barnes and Mr.
Badger. During this time, Barn es laboriously
struggled to write himself "into" the faculty, while
Badger, an a tto rney, mad e certa in that he was ac-
complishing precisely the opposite. "1 offer my
acknowledgments to the board of trustees, for the
honor they have done me by this appointment,
and consider them in no degree pledged thereby
for my co ntin uance in the situation. If th e
interest of the college and my own, can be pro-
moted by a permanent a p po in tment, I sha ll
en te rta in no d oubt on th e su bject; otherwise I
wo uld be unwilling to fill the chair."
The temporary faculty status made Barnes vul-
nerable to acts of coercion on the pa rt of George
McClellan , who wa rned Barnes that, unless he
helped to remove Dr. Barton from the College, he
would never be pennanently appointed. This put
Barnes in another stra nge dilemma.
"A lthough I had no personal respect for Dr.
Barton, and wo uld have rejoiced , heartily, to have
seen him sepa ra ted in some honorable way from
the Jefferson medical faculty; yet I would not rec-
oncile it with what I deemed due to an associate,
however un worthy, not to apprise him of the de-
signs which were plotting his destruction as a
professor..J called on Dr. Barton for the express
purpose of apprising him of their existence...In his
reply to these rema rks , he bid defiance to their ef-
forts, and threa tened to destroy their charter, which
he said was forfei ted in case of his removal."
Aside from offend ing Barnes' sense of fair play,
the hostility that McClellan expressed towards him
cou ld have had some influ ence over the decision
to ap proach Barton. Given a choice between
George McClellan and W.P.c. Barton, Dr. Barnes
perceived the latter as the lesser of two evils. If we
are to believe Barnes.john Eberle (dearly the most
sympathetic man on the faculty toward s Barnes),
saw it that way as we ll.
"The opinion of Dr. Eberle, invariably expressed
to me was, tha t both Dr. Barton and Dr. McClellan
were unprincipled in their conduct. Dr. Barton he
rather regarded as mischievously unprincipled ,
excessively jealous, and morbidly suspicious; led
away by his vanity, and fostering his feelings of
dislike, to th e bitterness of deadly hatred...Dr.
Eberle considered Dr. McClellan as more desper-
a tely unprincipled tha n Dr. Barton - one who re-
garded the means as always justified by the end -
who was not only totally d estitute of veracity, but
would, at any moment, sacrifice his best friend to
gain his object."
In his ongoi ng clashes with Dr. Barto n.
McClellan announced his intention to give up more
than that; if Bar to n remained on the facu lty
McClellan p romised to quit. Such a departu re
would, obviously, work to Barnes' adva ntage - pro-
vided Barton and Eberle stayed on good terms with
Leeend and Lore
24
him and, with each other.
During the session of 1826-27, the faculty con-
sisted of Geo rge McClellan , Surgery; John Eberle,
Practice of Med icine; Natha n Smi th, Anatomy;
Benjamin Rhees, Institutes of Medicine and Medi-
cal Juri spruden ce; John Barn es, Midwifery; and
W.P.c. Barton, Mat eria Medi ca and Botany. Since
the Act of Incorporation only provided for six
chairs in the medical faculty, the introduction of a
seventh member had an unwholesome effect on
the collection of fees. The complete course of lec-
tures was capped at $90.00 per student. Although
the Canonsburg Trustees allowed the Faculty to
increase its number, it prohibited any add itional
cos ts from being passed along to the stu dents.
Their maximum expend iture remained $90.00 and
if the faculty wanted to d ivid e that figure by seven,
instead of six, it wa s free to do so, in any manner it
saw fit. Since the cha rte r sa id nothing rega rdi ng
minimum fees, McClella n wanted to lower Dr.
Barton's to the point where he wo u ld have to quit,
to save his pride, if nothing else. With the ad di-
tion al su pport of Natha n Smith and Benjamin
Rhees, McClellan's plan was just about to be sane-
tioned by the tru stees , when Eberle intervened . It
is unclear exac tly how Barton could personally
threaten the charter's viability, but Dr. Eberle took
his wa rnings very serious ly. He convinced Na tha n
Smith that the consequences wo uld be d isastrous
and detached his suppo rt from the group. At the
sa me time, Ebe rle went before th e Board and
asked them to "red uce the fee on his ticket, in
preference to crea ting d ifficulties with Dr. Barton."
The Board complied with the request and lowered
Dr. Eberle's fee .
At this point John Barnes did the unthinkable;
he had a little talk with Barton about the propriety
of his actions (or lack thereof). "Dr. Eberl e had
made a considerable pecuniary sacrifice, and had
rendered himself obnoxious to the invectives of
some of the facu lty, in order to save the feelings of
Dr. Barton , and retain him in his professorship;
ye t th is high minded pro fessor beca me quite
offended , because I hinted a t th e p roprie ty of
his maki ng up the loss to Dr. Eberle, or at least di -
viding it with him."
Soon after this exchange Barnes learned that Dr.
Barton had been discussing the pros pects of find-
ing a new Professor of Midwifery wi th Nathan
Smith. Clearly, staying abreast of the shifting alli-
ances, an d accruing the benefits of their short lived
opportunities, wo uld not be the keys to his future
success on the faculty. Although the independence
he cultivated had much to do with the indifference
of his colleagues, Barn es performed his duties ad-
mirably enough to receive the endorsement of the
Board of Trus tees, when his temporary facul ty sta-
tus came up for review at the end of the term.
"April 23, 1827-
Dear Sir, -I have the p leasure to inform you that
a resolu tion passed the boa rd on the 21st inst . by a
unanimous vote, to recommend you to the gen-
era l board to fill the chair of midwifery and dis-
eases of women and children; and you may expect
th e appointment in d ue season. You are thus
placed , as far as it d epend s on the additional trust-
ees, on the same footing with the other professors.
I am w it h grea t regard , your ob t. servant
and fr iend , James M . Broom , Secretary pro.
tem., Ad d . Boa rd of Tr us tees , Jefferson Col-
lege, med ical department."
However, other d evelopments at the College
obscured the drama surrounding Barnes' appoint-
ment to full professorship. As soon as the school
session ended in March, McClellan filed a libel suit
agains t Francis Beattie for accusing him of malprac-
tice in his pamphlet. Three months later, Beattie
filed a su it, of his own, against the faculty, for eject-
ing him from the College building while his name
was still on the lease.
Though the Board was at liberty to remove Dr.
Beattie from the facul ty, keeping him out of the
College Build ing was a different ma tter altogether.
As one of the origina l signatories on the Tivoli
lease, Beattie still had a right to use the building,
rega rd less of his affiliation with Jefferson Med ical
College . On this poin t the Trustees tried to negoti-
ate wi th their form er professor. They sent the
Board Secreta ry, Rev. Ezra Stiles Ely, to obtain from
Beatt ie so me ind ication regardi ng the times he
wa nted to use the building, in order to avoid any
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"interference between the professors and himself".
Interference, o f course, was precisely what the
troublesom e Dr. Beattie had in mind. He pointed
out to Ely, that, "he (Beattie) had a right to any and
every part of the building", and would use it at
"his own pleasure". He also complained to Ely
that he had seen int ruders on the premises- namely,
the new professors, Barton and Barnes. When Ely
persisted to ask Beattie to kind ly tell him when
he wanted to use the building, Beattie stated, in
Ely's words, that, "he would be willing to express
his mind to me as a private ge ntleman, but as
I called in the character of a trustee of Jefferson
College, he should give no answer but to some
wri tten communica tion fro m the Trustees, o r
the gentlemen concerned."
Rev. Ely wrote about the frustrating encounter
to a fellow Board member with instructions, "to
please preserve this paper to refresh my memory
if there should ever be occasion."
A few d ays a fte r meeting with Rev. Ely,
Beatti e found himself "locked out" of the build-
ing, and this "eviction" became the basis for the
July, 1827, law suit. The faculty was particular-
ly vulnerable on this point, and their lawyers of-
fered Beattie "generous terms" to settleout of court.
The suit was fina lly settled by arbitration when
Beattie accepted $1,000 in damages from the other
co-signers on the lease .
The 1827-28 sess ion opened ominously, with
a 50% drop in enrollment! The reduction was
directly attributable to Beattie's widely dis tribu -
ted pamphlet, and court battle publicity. The re-
duction in lecture fees collected by the facult y
made the cost of Beattie's sett lement all the more
difficult to bear. To make matters worse for
the College, Na than R. Smith submitted his resig-
nat ion (as Professor of Ana tomy) one month
before the sess ion started, leaving McClellan
with no alterna tive, but to teach both Anatomy and
Surgery. In the midst of this turmoil, Barnes, who
was unaffected by the Beattie sett lement, tried
creating a new role in the College for himself - that
of faculty "peacemaker" .
"On alloccasions, Iendeavored to keep free from
the collisions of these parties. I felt it my duty,
calmly to represent to them, severally, how much
the digni ty and prosperity of the institu tion... de-
pended, at least, upon an apparent cordiality and
show of friendsh ip among its professors."
Unfortunately, no one paid any attention to
Barnes, though the need for an effective peace-
maker on the faculty was a desperate one, judg-
ing from his descriptions of the faculty meetings
at this time.
"Language can scarcely convey an adeq ua te
idea of the appearance of the faculty meetings
at this time; each meeting rather resembled a ken-
nel of s tra nge dogs, let loose upon each
other, than an assemblage of professional gentle-
men . Tantalizing rema rks, ins ulting observa-
tions, a nd school-boy cha llenges co ns ti tuted
the prominent features."
An a mazing transformation took pl ace,
however, when the 1827-28 session ended in
March . All of the fighting stopped, and each mem-
ber of the Jefferson faculty began displaying an un-
explainable show of affection towards the other.
Though thi s wa s precisely the sort of behavi-
o r Barnes had been encouraging, the abrupt
change filled him with a sense of forebod ing. Any
diagnostician worth his salt could tell something
was terribly wro ng.
'These very high-minded and honorable pro-
fesso rs who so long had been wont to brand each
other with epithets as contemptuous and vile as
language could afford were now seen most socia-
bly and happily congregating together; enjoying
no doubt, in anticipa tion, the pecuniary adva ntage
they would individually derive from their united
efforts to sacrifice a colleague."
This time the "colleague" in question was not
the irascible Bill Barton.
Barnes learned of his danger in a series of events,
reminiscent of the Beattie affair. Dr. Eberle came
forward to inform Barnes that students were issu-
ing complaints about his lectures. Eberle identi-
fied these students as participants in a plot to have
him removed from the faculty. Upon inves tiga-
tion it was determined that they were almost with-
out exception private students ofGeorge McClellan
(S.D. Gross falls into this category, incidentally).
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Eberle's loyalties to Barnes, however, may not have
been what they seemed.
Though Eberle denounced the methods being
used to introd uce Rush into the faculty, he now
became instrumental in carrying out the plan . Af-
ter resisting every effort to badger him into par-
ticipation, Eberle finally succumbed to an ultima-
tum. Confronted with th reat of losing his place on
the faculty entirely, unless he cooperated, Eberle
finally agreed to swi tch cha irs. In add ition to that ,
he had been compelled to visit Rush in order to
convince the wary facul ty candida te to say "yes"
to the proposition. As a result of Eberle's sales-
manship, Rush agreed to join the faculty. The for-
malities were about to be taken care of. Then some-
thing unexpected happened .
The proposal was just about to be placed before
the board of trustees, when a missing board-mem-
ber retu rned from a business trip to Washington
sooner tha n anyone expecte d . Wh en Dr.
Sutherland asked wha t was going to happen to
John Barnes, his suspicions were aroused by the
news of the professor's re ti rement pl ans.
Sutherland decided to see Barnes personally, in
order to "have something authen ticon the subject" .
Need less to say, the news of his "resignation"
came as a complete surprise to Dr. Barnes. He
immediately d rafted a letter declaring that he had
no inten tion of leaving, and appealing for the ap-
pointmentof a committee to investigate the circum-
stances surrounding his case. The letter was read
before the trustees at their meeting on June 16, 1828.
The Board of Trustees found themselves in an
awkward situa tion when the letter was read at the
June 16 meeting.
Allowing Barnes to remain on the faculty was
unacceptable, yet avoiding the trauma of a Beattie-
style inves tigation and reorganization was para-
mount. An alternate plan was desperately needed.
Article Four of the school charter stated tha t,
"a professor may be removed by the Board of
Trustees wit h the consent of a majo rity of the
other med ical professors, after a full and fair inves-
tigation of the alleged causes for the remova l bu t
in no other way."
The solution was bold, bu t simple - vaca te the
entire faculty! To ensure tha t the measure (which
carried by only one vote) would not be subjected
to reconsideration, the resolution was dispatched ,
immedi ately, to the parent Board in Canonsburg-
even though it was nearly midnight, by the time
the meeting adjourned.
When Barnes received word the following day
that all of the cha irs had been vacated, he paid
Eberle an unannounced visit in order to discuss
this curious turn of events . When asked for his
opinion, Eberle seemed momentarily to forget to
whom he was speaking . As if in a daze, Eberle
confessed that he felt "utterly surprised" by the
announcement, because he had been anticipating
news of his transferal to Midwifery as a result of
the appo intment of James Rush to the chair of
Theory and Practice.
Barnes exploded in anger when he heard wha t
Eberle said. The expressions of ou trage and be-
trayal immediately brought Eberle to his senses.
Byway of explana tion he said, " It was a heart-ren-
dering thing to me; but I was told that if I d id not
come into the measure, I would bedep rived of my
situa tion in the school entirely: and when I looked
at my family the relinqu ish ment of the college
seemed too grea t a sacrifice for me to make, and I
could not resist."
Within days, the Board of Trustees reappointed
every member of the old faculty except Barnes. In
response to his protests, Barnes received instruc-
tions to submit his name as a candida te for the
vaca ted chair of midwifery. Barnes angrily com-
plied with the instruc tions and waited impatiently
for the Board to announce their decision.
On August 14, 1828, the following adve rtisement
appeared in the Philadelphia newspapers:
"Medical Department of Jefferson College
The publicare now informed that the new medi-
cal ha ll of Jefferson College is now completed, and
that the medica l lectures in this college will com-
mence at the usual time, in November next; and
be delivered by the following professors, viz.:
On anatomy -George McClellan, M.D., who will
beassisted by Samuel McClellan, M.D. as demon-
strator in anatomy, whose eminence in this depart-
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Fig. 3. Announcement of Or. Barnes of his Introd uclory Lec-
ture on Midwifery 10 students of lefferson Medical College 011
the Franklin Inslilule (Novem ber J, 1828). This was in protest
to his dismissal from the faculty by the Board of Irustees.
ment is already conspicuous. On the theory and
practice of physic - John Eberle, M.D. On materia
medica and botany - William P.c. Barton, M.D. On
chemistry - Jacob Green, M.D. On the institutes of
medicine and medical jurisprudence - Benjamin
Rush Rhees, M.D. On Surgery · George McClellan,
M.D. On midwifery and the diseases of women
and child ren - John Eberle, M.D.
The professorships of anatomy and midwifery
will be filled , as above described, for the ensuing
session , and subsequently filled by some perma-
nent appointments, at the pleasure of the trustees .
Ezra Stiles Ely,
Secretary of the ad d itional tru stees
Philadelphia, August Zth, 1828"
Barnes stubborn ly refused to acknowledge the
righ t of the Philadelphia Trustees to remove him
from the faculty.
" I shall insist on th e performance of my
duties, and the enjoyment of the privileges of my
station until legally deprived of the same. And
to this end ..J shall feel myself entitled, by every
considera tion of propriet y, to invoke to my aid
every honorable means."
Barnes based his argument on charter provi-
sions, limiting the power of the additional trust-
ees in Philadelphia. Technically, their actions could
not take place without first being sanctioned by
the parent body in Canonsburg. Of course, it was
not very realistic to expect the parent board to do
anything other than rubber-stamp the recommen-
dations of its Philadelphia counterpart. However,
the legality of college business opera tions was,
precisely, the kind of thing that potential medical
students worried about a great d eal. With that in
mind, Barnes placed his own "jefferso n Medical
College" advertisement into circul ation .
"JEFFERSON MEDICAL COLLEGE
INTRO DUcroRY LECTURE (Fig . 3)
Dr. Barnes respectfully announces, that he will
deliver an Int rod uctory Lecture to his course of
Lectu res on Midwifery, & c. at the Hall of the
Franklin Institute, this evening, at seven o'clock.
Regarding the la te proceedings of the ad ditional
Trustees, as well as those of the General Board a t
Canonsburg in respect to his chair, as entirely ille-
ga l, and therefore null and void, he deems it his
duty to caution those persons who may be dis-
posedto attend the Lectures in jefferson Medical
College, that he will take legal measures to oppose
the graduation of all those who shall not have rom-
plied with the requisitions of the charter in regard
to attendance on his course of Lectu res.
November 3rd, 1828."
Ely returned fire by drawing up a circular which
imitated , in tum, the appearance and language of
the one Barnes made.
"JEFFERSON MEDICAL CO LLEG E
Those medical stud ents who may be d isposed
to enter the jefferson Medical College are hereby
assured that Dr. John Eberle is, for the present ses-
sion, the legally appointed Professor of Midwifery
& the Diseases of Women and Child ren; and that
any student who takes his ticket, and in other re-
spects conforms to the requisitions of the institu-
tion , will be lawfully Grad uated, agreeably to the
act of assembly, without any legal pains, penalties,
or obstructions. For the further information of the
public, it may be proper to state, that the trustees
at Canonsburg have resolved that 'the d ecisions
of the additional trustees shall in all cases be void
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a nd take e ffect, until they sha ll be reversed ' ;
and that both the additional trustees a nd the trust-
ees of jefferson College at Canonsburg, ha ve re-
moved Dr.John Barnes from the professorship held
in said college.
Ezra Stiles Ely,
Secretary of the Board of Ad di tiona l Trustees"
Taking a page out of the "Bea ttie Book", as it
were, Barnes cu t loose w ith a 36-page broadside
en titled "jefferso n Medical College: A representa-
tion of the Cond uct of the Trustees and Members
of the Facu lty,and Circumstances Connected there- .
with, in Relation to john Barnes, M.D., Professor
of Midwifery, a nd the Diseases of Women a nd
Children, in this Institu tion." The aspirations that
the autho r had for his pamphlet 's circu la tion can
be su rmised from remarks prefacing seven testi-
monials, ma de in behalf of Dr. Barnes, which the
author induded in his pa mphlet.
"As this publication may circulate in re mote
parts of the United States and elsewhere, in which
I may no t be known, I have thought it proper to
append a few tes timonia ls, all however received
previous to, and therefore furnished wi tho ut any
reference to the present d ispute."
Of course, Barnes made his in flu en ce mostly
kee nly felt doser to home.
"I beg it to be expressly u nd erstood, however,
that I do not implica te Dr. Rush in this business;
on the contra ry, I believe, tha t if he knew the in-
trigues which have been carri ed on, he wo uld at
once discard every id ea of a chair. I am well con-
vinced, that the only reason why I a m a ttac ked, is
no t that I have proved incompetent; but that I a m
in the way of a plan and plann ers, and that any
other man in the same chai r would be attacked
from the same motives."
If Rush d id no t know abou t the "intrigues" be-
fore, he certainly found out about them now. He
also had plenty of time to reconsider his decision
to join the medical faculty at jefferson d uring the
troubled 1828-29 session.
During the 1829-30 session, jefferson Medical
College fonnally offered jam es Rush the chair of
Theory and Practice. The minutes for the Board
Meeting held on February 15th, 1830, indicated that
Rush tu rned the offer down. This particular Board
Meeting has significance for other reasons as well .
In December, 1829, W.P.c. Barton's association
with jefferson Medical College os tensibly ended,
when he was recalled to sea duty aboard the frig-
ate, Brandywine. The February 15th minutes de-
scribe that Barton was acting under duress in sub-
mitting his res ignation. During the mee ting, Rev.
Ely informed the Board, that Dr. Barton ha d given
him a letter-
"...in which (Dr. Barton) formall y tendered his
resigna tion of the professorsh ip of Materia Medica
and Botany, with a request that if the Board could
see it to be fit, they might rescind thei r vo te on the
4th instant by which he was removed..."
The Board was ac ting,.u ndoub ted ly, on the ear-
lier recommendation of the jefferso n faculty.
"A t a meeting of the medical facu lty of jefferson
College, held on the 23rd inst., Oanuary?> present
Drs. Eberle, George McClellan, Green, Rhees, and
Samuel McClellan, the following was adopted
unanimously as the (?) of the faculty. The recent
Circu mstances which have tra nspired in the case
of Dr. Barton rendering it evident that his connec-
tion wi th the Naval service of the US. is incom-
pa tible wi th the regu lar performa nce of his duties
as a professor in this institu tio n, therefore re-
so lved that the board of trustees be respectfully re-
quested to accep t his resigna tion, if tend ered, and
if not, to take suc h measures, as they may deem
proper, to relieve the faculty from the danger of a
recurrence of the present emba rrassing circum-
stances in w hich they have been placed by the in-
ability of Dr. B. to d isch arge the duties of his sta-
tion in this college."
It is deba table, given these minu te entries, and
W.P.c. Barton's personal his to ry, whether he left
the facu lty beca use he was recalled to sea duty
aboard the Brandywine, or whether he chose to
go to sea because he had been ousted from
the jefferson fac ulty. In any event, Barton's
service aboard the Brandywine was of short
dura tion. It only lasted a few months. In july,
Barton returned to permanent shore d uty. The
bela ted frui tion of McClellan's plans did no t have
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their intended resu lts.
McClellan had moved heaven and earth, just to
offer James Rush a role he ultimately turned down.
By compa rison, it had been far eas ier to get the
college cha rter from Harrisbu rg! It is little won-
der in the face of such frustration and d isappoint-
ment that McClellan decided to abandon Jefferson
the following year.
During the 1830-31 session Daniel Drake arrived
in Philadelphia, ostensibly to teach at Jefferson
Medical College. McClellan hoped that Drake's
reputation would add luster to the school's image,
and stimulate enrollment. When Drake responded
to the offer, he mad e it dear that he wanted to re-
tain the option of withd rawing from the faculty at
Fig. 4. Name of George McClellan as Professor of Analomy and
Physiology on circu lar advert ising fall opening (1831) of Dr.
Oanid Orne's new ~ical School (Miami) in Cincinn.ali, Oh io.
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JOEL COLLINS, S«nJm.y.
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R. H. BISH OP, Prtridr,,'.
the end of the session. Drake insisted on this p ro-
vision because he planned to establish a new medi-
cal college, in Cincinnati - the Medical Department
of Miam i University. Above all ot her consider-
ations, recruitment for the Miami faculty motivated
Drake to come to Philadelphia. When he arrived,
he turned th e tables o n his host and o ffe red
McClellan a cha ir on the Miami med ical faculty.
In February, 1831, McClellan's name (Fig. 4) ap-
peared on the circu lars ad vertis ing the faUopen-
ing of the new medical school (Miami) . Unfortu-
nately, legal entanglements with the Medi cal Col-
lege of Ohio, a lso located in Cincinnati, prevented
Drake's new medical school from opening its doors
as scheduled . When d rawn out legal proceedings
forced the Miami med ical facu lty to consolidate
with the Med ical College of Ohio, McClellan de-
cided, wisely, to stay in Philad elphia. The consoli-
dated facu lty was so oversta ffed that the trustees
were willing to buy McClellan out of his Miami
contract. John Eberle, however, who had also been
recrui ted from th e Jeffe rson facu lty by Daniel
Drake, remained on the Ohio facu lty. Thomas D.
Mitchell, one of Eberle's biog raphers, and one of
his closest friends, described it as the worst deci-
sion Eberle made in his life.
While George McC lellan ul tima tely decided
against going west to seek his fortune, the evidence
suggests that John Barnes retu rned to the Missis-
sippi Valley. In 1854, a valedictory ad dress, d eliv-
ered at Kem per College, was published in 51.Louis,
Missouri. The ad dress was delivered by a profes-
sor of Materia Med ica, Therapeutics and Botany,
named John Barnes. There can be little doubt about
h is iden tity. The photograph of Barnes in
Jefferson's archives places him in 51. Louis. There
is also a signature letter in the collection of the
College of Physicians of Ph iladelphia wri tten
from 51. Louis and dated May 24, 1863, from
"Jo hn Barnes" to his brother-in-law in New
Hope, PA. The letter shows Barnes in a light far
different from the comba tive pamphlet wri tten so
ma ny yea rs ea rlier.
"O n my return to th e ci ty (St. Louis), last
evening...I received yo ur affectionate letter appris-
ing me of the death of my sister, Hannah. Owing
to her previous sta te of health it was an event I
was prepared to expect. Still when death does
come, u nder any circumstances, it is attended with
a train of Mela ncholy reflections. Among these
reflections, however, there is one, which is a real
source of consolation to me; and that is, that she
had a kind, affectionate, and religious husband,
and an amiable se t of step children who regarded
her in the light of a true mother and I shall ever
regard you as a worthy broth er and your children
as my nea r and tru e relations, and I hope we shall
hold an affectionate and frequent correspondence
with each other...Having arrived at about th e
middle of my seventy-second year of life, I duly
appreciate the fact that I have outlived the scrip-
tural lease of my life, and that when the land lord
demands the premises it becomes me to surrender
them, without relucta nce in the hope that I will be
permitted to remove to a more agreeable residence.
Give my love to all you r family and accept my
kindest regards for yourself and believe me to be
your affectionate brother."
The date of the writer's birth, d erived from the
letter (791), conforms to the da te traditionally ac-
cepted for the former Jefferson professor. The sig-
nature on the letter is also a match for those ap-
pearing on old College records.
Barnes lived for 10 more years (1860-70>, and
died in 1870, at the age of 79. He may not have
known, or cared, but he had long outlived every
one of his colleagues on the Jefferson Faculty, with
the exception of Nathan Ryno Smith (1797-1877).
The yea r that Barnes died , Jefferson 's oldest
g radua tes o rganized a n Alumni Association.
Samuel D. Gross, the Founder, who had risen
to international acclaim and an honored place on
the Jefferson faculty, was elected President. He de-
livered the Association's inaugural address which
set the tone, and established the standard, for
all who came after.
In 1873, it was Washington Atlee's tum to ad -
d ress the Alu mni Association. Like the previous
speaker,Atlee OMC, 1829) intended to preserve the
memory of those wh o were there at the beginning.
Before he ended his speech, Atlee made a special
effort to rekind le the memory of a man, that he
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thought of. as a guiding star,and prophet - Dr.John
Barnes! Perhaps Barnes impressed Atlee more ,
because of their common interest in midwifery.
Atlee specialized in the field afte r his graduation.
Samuel D. Gross, on the other hand, loved surgery,
beyond all other things. Perhaps he remembered
Bamesas the dullest lecturer because it was Barnes'
misfortune to instruct Gross in his dullest subject.
Atlee's comment was as follows:
"Gentlemen, before concluding these reminis-
cences, I will notice another member of the faculty
who must have been omitted inadvertently by the
President in his inaugural address to this associa-
tion; I allude to Professor John Barnes . He occu-
pied the chair of midwifery in 1826-27. I wish to
refer to him for two reasons: one is, that thro ugh
him, Jefferson College was the earliest institution,
or one of the earliest, to throw out its warning voice
against the abortionist. While lecturing on abor-
tion, 1 shall never forget with what emphasis he
said : 'Gentlemen, let me conjure you, by all that is
sacred, never to let your conscience sanction, or
your affections or your pockets induce you to do,
an act so utterly opposed to the pure prin ciples of
our profession, and criminal under the laws of God
and man: "I am proud to say this night that this
old text of Jefferson has been the polar star of my
life in some tryin g situations. Another reason for
referring to Barnes is that he proved. himself a
prophet. At the conclusion of his course, he ad-
dressed the members of his class, and used these
memorable words: 'I cannot feel too great an obli-
gation to every gentleman who has patronized this
new institution for the danger he subjected him-
self to in doing so-for, if it had failed. you would
have lost your diploma, and at the same time en-
dangered your fortune and reputation. But there
can be no doubt that it will triumph over all d iffi-
culties, and attain to a great reputation!'
Thank Heaven! the prophecy has been fulfilled!"
Cabals. Combinations and Samuel Colhoun
by Dan Flanagan
(Editors note: The readerwill understand,appreciate, andenjoythisarticle more if placed in its historiall context
and some preliminaryexplanations are given.
The central figure is Samuel Cothcun, MD. (1778-1841), Professor of Materia Medica 0831 -39) and Dean
0835-39). The incidents described in his letters arefound in Jefferson'sarchivaltreasure trove. Theyear 1836 UNlS
a low pointin Jefferson Medical College's struggle tosuroiveandcould becompared to the"Great Depression" that
would /Xcur in United States history exactly a century later. Faculty in-fighting was a major factor. George
McClellan, Samuel McClellan and Colhoun fanned the unified opposition to the camp of Green, Pattison and Re-
vere. Robley Dunglison UNlS added to the faculty as Professor of the Institutes of Medicine in 1836 and bealTne
known as the "Peacemaker." He is credited with playing a role similar to that of Abraham Lincoln in saving the
Union, - leading to formation ofa strong andhannonious facu lty in 1841. The in·fighting described in thisarticle
was not limitedtoJefferson, but wascommon in themedical colleges of that era, whichwere proprietary (for profit of
its professors). Cabals (intrigues)and polarized faculty combinations were theorder of the day. Many schools did
not suroiie becauseof this.
James F. Cayley 0818·94) publishedhis History o/the 1efferson Medical Colkgeof Philadelrhia in 1858. lroni-
allly, heUNlS not aJeffersonian, but agraduateof theMediall College of theUniversityof Pennsylvania in 1848. It
must be understood that whereas in 1836 the Universitywas harassing Jefferson as a rival medical college, by the
time of Gayley's book (1858) the "Famous Faculty of 1841" had assured /tifrrson 's survival, recentlyenhanad
by the arrival (1856) of Samuei D. Gross. Gayley's admiration of Jeffrrson Medical College is evidenced by his
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referral to it as "theMecca of the medical profession on
the Westt'Tn continent."
The student, Crenshaw (William M.J referred to in
thearticle, didgraduate in 1836, but there is no record
that theotherstudent (Shaw) received hisMD.degree.
Theauthorofthisarticle, DanFlanagan, iscurrently
(199S) thearchives technician al 11Ierson.I
James Gayley published the firs t history of the
Jefferson Medical College in 1858. The book a p-
peared a t a time of grea t prosperity for the Col-
lege, a pe riod often described as a "Golden Age."
These circumstances, however, were a far cry from
the cond itions that existed ea rlier, between 1824
and 1841. On more occasions than one, the school
nearl y collapsed, not only beca use of the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania's efforts to crush a rival medi-
cal institution, but beca use of the bitter feuding
within the jefferson faculty itself.
By the 18505, however, these hardships were
only an unpleasant memory. Hostilities with the
University of Pennsylvania had ceased and the
close-knit jefferson faculty had no equal in the na-
tion. An understandable desire to promote the
good reputation of the College became a major aim
of the book, and, accordingly, Gayley downplayed
the internal d ifficulties that characterized the open-
ing decades of the school's hist ory. The late
founder, George McClellan , who had been d is-
missed from the fac u l ty in 1839, was duly
apotheosized for his role in establishing the Medi-
cal College. McClellan's powe r struggle with the
Board of Trustees was not a lluded to anywhere,
and, of his exclus ion from the faculty, Gayley only
stated that, "in the year 1838 his connection with
jefferson Medica l College ceased." The greates t
deiicatesse of all, however, was reserved for Francis
Smith Beattie, the first Professor of Midwifery.
Beattie was described as "a man of ardent tem pera-
ment, strong and impulsive feelings, a wa rm friend
and decided opponent." This was a maste r-
pi ece in understatement. When Beattie was
removed from the faculty on charges of incom-
petence, he sued the college and condemned the
trustees and facu lty in a 36-page pamphlet.
Enrollment dropped 50% and the sta tements
Beattie made in his pamphlet against George
McClellan resulted in a notorious libel trial. No
hint of this turmoil is found in the Gayley book,
which curiously enough, lauds Beattie as one of
the College's "p rominent advocates."
A faint echo of the early faculty struggles, how-
ever, is detectable in an unlikely place - the bio-
graphical sketch of Samuel Colhoun. This is, with-
out a doubt, the most peculiar of the eleven bio-
g ra phica l sketches. It was contributed to the
Gayley histo ry by Abraha m H. Senseny, an 1835
JMC gradua te, who treated his subject with a sur-
prising amou nt of sarcasm. Over and over again,
Senseny mixed praise wi th ridicu le when he d e-
scribed his former teacher.
"No med ical gentleman of his day was a closer
reader or had his mind stored wi th a greater quan-
tity of med ical lore, and yet this vast amount of
knowledge seemed to lie in an undigested sta te...
His vigorous mind had an ardent cravi ng for men-
tal food, and yet, when gratified to the fullest ex-
tent by his patient and studious habits, it failed to
furnish the proper stimulus to his brain, or else lost
half its value in the peculiar manifestation, - not
unlike a well inflated balloon..."
When he turned towards Colhoun's liter-
ary productions, Senseny called special atten-
tion to Colhoun 's "Notes to Gregory's Practice
of Medicine."
"Perhaps in no ne of the doctor's productions is
his peculiar tum of mind more strikingly mani-
fested than in his notes to Gregory. Well might the
student inquire with ru eful visage of his medical
instructor, when 'Gregory' s Practice' was firs t
placed in his hands, 'Sha ll I s tudy the large print
of the text, or the small print of the notes?' - the
latter, it is well known, being more voluminous
than the former. Could Dr. Gregory have antici-
pa ted such an appendage to his work, he would
doubtless have hesitated about publishing it, un-
less his mind was of that pecuJiar cast which judges
a compliment by its length. or regards the tail, as...
the most important part and beautiful portion of
the animal. These remarks are not intended to re-
flect uJX>n the merit of the doctor's notes, which
are generally considered useful to the old practi-
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Fig. 1. SamuelC~houn,M.D. (1778-1841), Proft'SSOf' of Materia
Medica (1831 ·39) and Dean (1835·J 9).
tione r but rather d iscouraging to the student."
As if w ri ting an epitaph, Senseny delivered
this endea ring tribute to Dr. Colhoun a t the end
of the memoir:
"His faults or peculiarities were those of the mind
and not of the heart."
There was much about Senseny's characte riza-
tion of Colhoun that was suggestive of the kind of
partisanship students d isplayed during the facul ty
controversies. This, combined with the brevity of
peace, ra ises many questions. Unfortu na tely,
Senseny seems to be the only biographer that Dr.
Colho un ever had. Detai ls about his life a re hard
to come by, and as a result, not much is known
today except a few bare facts. Colhoun was born
in Chambersburg,. Pa. (1787); he obtained his B.A.
from Princeton 08(4) and his M.D. from the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania ( 808); for eight years he
taught at Jefferson Medical College (1831-39)where
he held va rious p rofessorshi ps and served as Dean
fro m 1835-39 (Fig . I). He was a close frie nd of
George McClellan and di ed , a bachelor, in 1841.
Colho un' s story might ha ve ended here had it
not been for a bound vo lume of corres pondence
and lecture materials preserved in the TJU Ar·
chives . Much of the scri pt was written hastily and
is extremely difficult, if not im possible, to read .
Nearly three-qua rters of the way into the volu me,
however, there is one important exception - a draft
letter Colhoun addressed to the Beard of Trustees
on the subjec t of "Combinations and Cabals to
deprecate the cha racter, and destroy the efficiency
of professors." The seven-page letter, dated June
7, 1836, speaks volumes abo ut what went on dur-
ing those difficult times.
From 1831 to 1836 th e faculty co nsisted of
George McClellan (surgery); Samuel McClellan
(obstetrics); Samue l Colhou n (materia medica);
Jacob Green (chemistry); Granville Sharpe Pattison
(ana tomy); and John Revere <theory and practice
of medicine). The six-ma n facu lty was evenly di -
vid ed into two ca mps under th e leadership of
George McClellan and Granville S. Pattison respec-
tively. In the following appra isal delivered to the
Board, Colhou n's a llegiance is unmistakable.
'The d isposition of Drs. Revere and Pattison to
bad temper, vulgarity, and agitation has been an-
noying in the extreme, ever since their first con-
nection with us. Dr.Green, infirm of purpose, com-
plyin g and easy in tem per, follows every breeze
of project which the mind of Dr. Pattison, unstable
as water, throws up for adoption... our ex ist-
ence has resembled more the irregularities of a
border state than the steady industry and settled
purposes of science."
Drs . Pa ttison and Reve re were a formidable
duo. Their associa tion da ted back to the 1820s
wh en they edited the American Medical Recorder.
They joined the Jefferson facul ty in 1831 and taught
there for ten years. Both resigned in order to
accept positions at the University of New York
which placed th em in cha rge of th e Med ical
Department's reorga niza tion.
Colhoun d isclosed. that Revere was chosen for
his position at Jefferson because Granville Pattison,
the most renowned anatomist of his time, would
not accept his appointment otherwise.
"In 1831-32, the practical cha ir was filled by Dr.
Sweetser, who gave great sa tisfaction. Dr. Revere
informed some of the members of th e faculty
that the sea t of Dr. Pattison might be had bu t
that unless he (Dr. Revere ) was elected also to
a pl ace in th e school, Dr. Pa ttison would no t
come. The claims of Dr.Sweetser...were overlooked
and Dr. Revere was chosen, though not much
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known to the profession, w ithout practice, un-
se ttled in his resid ence and d evoted for some time
to another business - the preparation and sa le of a
patent for shea thing ships..."
After Revere obtained his M.D. from the Uni-
versity of Edinb u rgh (1811), he settled in Baltimore
and established. his medical practice. During this
time, he studied chemistry and experimented with
a process which would prevent iron from rusting
in sea water. If successful, this process would en -
able ship builders to use iron to protect their hu lls,
instead of copper, wh ich was far more expensive.
Revere went to England in 1829 and stayed. there
for two years trying to perfect his discovery but
the project failed on account of expense and he re-
turned to Baltimore.
Colhoun indicated tha t Pattison invested heavily
into the project and that its failure "ru ined him"
financially. When the time ca me to deliver their
first course of lectures at the College, the close
friendship that existed between the two men had
been stra ined to the breaking point. Though the
project had been unsuccessful, there was some
money tha t Revere rec eived for the pa tent which
he was no t Inclined to sha re with anyone . Pattison
felt outraged and agitated in the facu lty ag ainst
the ungratefu l Dr. Reve re, saying that "he sho u ld
be put in coventry and th us induced to resign."
The facult y did intervene but no t in the way the
angry Dr. Pattison d ema nd ed . Sam uel McClellan
and William Badger (one of the Additiona l Trust -
ees) stepped in and a rb itra ted in the di spute be-
tween the old friends.
It took more tha n the res toration of peace be-
tween Revere and Pattison, however, to bring peace
to the College.
Revere made the mis take of taking Col houn into
his confidence. Revere inform ed Colhoun that he
(Revere) was liab le to the Ll.S. government for a
large sum of money, and might be required to leave
the College at any moment. Colhoun was incensed
by the disclosure because Revere concealed this
information at the time of his appointment. He
accu sed Revere o f putting his private inte res ts
above those of the School and informed him that,
had he known this in formation earlier, he would
not hav e recommended Revere' s a ppo int ment.
From that moment on, the two men were enemies.
Between 1831 a nd 1836, there were no changes
made in the faculty. Beneath th is rela tive stability
smoldered persona lantagonisms which threa tened
to break ou t into open hos tilities at any moment.
In 1834, Pa tt iso n mad e a move against George
McClellan a t a facu lty mee ting. With the support
ofJacob Green, he called for the removal of George
McClellan for his failure to attend the meetings
regularly. Colhoun protested against the measure
and th reaten ed to contaet theTrustees immediately,
if anyone dared to make su ch a proposal again.
He was pa rticularly contemptuous of Jacob Green
for his role in the proceedings. Just three hours
earlier, he had listened to Green "eu logize Dr.
McClell an as the mainstay and great pillar of
the School." Green "tu rned pal e" when Colhoun
d elivered the wa rning. The proposal was aban-
doned but not the conflict. The skirmishing mere-
ly shif ted to another front. This new ca mpa ign
was cond ucted, by proxy, against George
McClellan's brother Samuel.
In November, 1835, before lectures commenced,
Sa m uel McCl ell an began receiv ing a series of
a nonymous letters which criticized his lectures a nd
called on him to resign his cha ir and give place to
Robley Dunglison, a professor a t the University of
Ma ryland. Af ter lectures began, certai n studen ts
in McClell an 's lecture room began to behave "with
insulting effrontery." At first , Colho u n played
down Sa m uel McCl ellan 's concerns, but w ith
th e repetition o f thes e k inds of in ci d e n ts,
and McCl e ll an ' s com p la ints about them ,
Colhoun's sus picions abou t a plot had been raised .
Ad d ing to these concerns was a ru mor circu lating
th rough the school tha t Dr. Du ng liso n wa s ex-
pee ted to visit Pattison over the Chris tmas holi-
days; and their meeting was in anticipation of
Samuel McClellan's ejection.
On December 8, Colhoun received a visit from a
student named Crens ha w, who informed him that
the class was on the "eve of a Rebellion" on ac-
cou nt of Dr. Samuel McClellan 's "deficiency as a
lectu rer." Crensha w went on to state that he had
been in communication with a former studen t of
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Pattison's named Dr. Roberts who wrote him sev-
eral letters on the subject of Samuel MtCiellan 's
shortcomings and that he (Crenshaw) had sent one
of the anonymous letters to MtClellan telling him
to step down.
The following evening, Colhoun received an-
other visitor - Jacob Green. After engaging in some
small talk with his host, Green began commenting
unfavorably on Samuel MtClellan 's lectures and
said tha t he was "a drag on the school." Colhoun
told Green that he was being un duly influ enced
by the opinions of Dr. Pattison and that he hoped
no harm would be done to McClellan . Neverthe-
les s, G ree n persistently tried to turn Colhou n
agains t McClellan.
"He then, laying his hand upon meas I reclined
upon the settee, as if he would persuade me into
the measure, said Dr.S. McClellan is the fifth wheel
to the coach, he never will be any better. I then
replied I will sooner sink into my grave than see
an injury done to him."
The next d ay, Colhoun confronted Pattison and
Green and told them that he believed there was a
plot to remove Samuel McClellan from the faculty
and tha t it had to be stopped. Pattison and Green
denied the existence of the plot, and although
G ree n admitted making the com ments about
Samuel McClellan in Colhoun's office, he insisted
that he never meant to suggest tha t Dr. McClellan
should be turned out. Colhoun would not let
Green get off the hook that easily and ins isted tha t
sayi ng that McClellan was a "d rag to the schoo l"
and "a fifth wheel" was tantamou nt to the same
thing. Green squirmed under the pressure and said
that he had only given the opinion of Drs. Revere
and Pattison in making that assertion. Natu rally,
Pattison denied saying any such thing. Their de-
nials only deepened Colhoun's conviction that
there was a plot and tha t Green, Pattison, Revere,
and Crenshaw were participants. The following
day, by some stra nge coincidence, Colhoun began
having trouble with members of his class .
Short ly after his morning lecture started, Dr.
Colhou n noticed a student named Shaw making
faces and laughing at him "in the mos t imperti-
nent ma nn er." While Colhoun reprimanded him,
Shaw rose from his sea t and a ttempted to address
the class. Colhoun successfully restrained him
from doing so. Order wa s maintained during the
rest of the lecture bu t once the class finished there
was an outburst which was, in the word s ofSamuel
Colhoun, "encouraged in the most open and un -
d isguised manner by some of our colleagues."
A faculty meeting was called for tha t eve ning .
The contention that there was a plot to remove
Samuel McClellan was again denied by Pattison,
a nd G reen a ttempted to discredit Colhou n by
claiming tha t he had never made the comments
attributed to him . After mu ch debate, Geo rge
McClellan and Samuel Colhoun proposed tha t Mr.
Crenshaw should apologize by letter to Dr.Samuel
McClellan. This was met with strong opposition
by Revere , Pattison, and Green. After the faculty
argued the measure for over three hours, Samuel
McClellan decided to bring an end to the debate
with a simple resolution to the problem. Since the
facul ty could not reach a consensus regarding the
apology, he d ecided to send Crenshaw his ticket
and dismiss him from the class . The measure call-
ing for Crenshaw's apology passed unanimously
after that, and order in the school improved dra-
ma tically. Among the faculty, however, there was
mu ch resentment di rected towards Dr.Colhoun for
identifying Crenshaw as the "anonymous" writer.
Revere and Pattison contin ued attempts to under-
mine Colhou n' s credibility by accusing him of
falsehoods. Colhoun tried ignoring them but it
only seemed to encou rage more accu sations.
Pattison stated thatColhoun's class list for the 1834-
35 session "was a fiction ." Colhoun furn ished the
proofs but still the accusations continued. When
Revere perused the list for the 1835-36 session, he
qualified his approval of it with the comment " if
this list is not a falsehood ." Colhoun warned them
that his pa tience was wearing thin. Finally, at a
faculty meeting in February ( 836), Pattison replied
to "some remarks" mad e by Dr. Colhoun by say·
ing, "it is false. It is a lie." According to Colhoun,
Pattison rose from his sea t as he made the accusa-
tion and advanced toward s him. Colhoun d rove
him back with "menacing gestures" and threatened
a "personal atta ck" on him . Colhoun felt dri ven
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to issue similar warnings to Dr. Revere.
Dr. Colhoun explained to the Trustees that he
had been provoked by the "the fourth or fifth rep-
etition of their vulgar lies", and claimed that his
change in tactics had the desirable effect of silenc-
ing his tormentors. "I threatened violence bu t I
used none...we go t through the business of the in-
stitution without further difficu lty." The "silence"
probably was not due to any hard-won respect for
Colhoun, or toany intimidation experienced on the
part of his colleagues. More likely, it was because
Colhoun had finally provided them with the am-
munition they needed to draft their own letters of
com plaint to the Trustees - as Colhoun revealed at
the end of his letter.
"These, Gentlemen, are the facts relating to the
reprimand d elivered by me to a student before the
class, and to the extraordinary scenes in the fac-
ulty alluded to by Dr. Revere."
On June 21,1836, Pattison and Revere got what
they were after - an apology from the man they
blamed for forcing Crenshaw to apologize to
Samuel McClellan.
To J. Revere, MD
Dear Sir,
Having been informed by the Committee of the
Board of Trustees of Jefferson Medical College, tha t
from thei r late exa mina tions into the state of the
institution, it appears that Professor Revere never
did charge Professor Colhoun wit h falseh ood , as
believed by the latter, and that he di stinctly dis-
claimed suc h an intention to Professor Colhoun at
the time the occurrence is said to have taken place,
l feel myself bound and take pleas ure in recanting
any expressions, which under a misconception of
your meaning and intentions have escaped me, and
hereby tender the apology due to you on the occa-
sion; alluding more particularly to the meeting at
the College on the 17th of February last, referred
to by the Committee, and further to state that noth-
ing will be wanting on my part to unite peace and
harmony with the Faculty in furthering the great
interests entrusted to our care .
I am most respectfully yours,
S. Colhou n
Although Colhoun's enemies on the faculty
may have felt particular satisfaction at his failure
to secure the Trustee's endorsement, it was hard-
ly a decisive blow in their continuing battle for
supremacy. Colhoun remained the College Dean
and the day-to-day struggles at the school went
on just as before.
There were, however, surprises in store when
Robley Dunglison joined the faculty in October,
1836. He arrived, not as Samuel McClellan's re-
placeme nt, but as the seventh member of an en-
la rged faculty. The position (Institu te of Medicine
and Medical Jurisprudence) had been created spe-
cifically for him, and, contrary to all rumors and
expectations, Dunglison asserted his indepen dence
and stayed ou t of the fighting.
From 1836 to 1839, the faculty remained intact.
During this period, changes in the charter, grant-
ing Jefferson Med ical College independence from
its parent institution in Canonsburg, enlarged the
power of the Boom of Trustees and brought them
into direct conflict with the personal authority of
the school's founder, George McClellan. The con-
flict res ulted in an 1839 faculty reorganization
which excluded George McClellan and Samuel
Colhoun from their teaching positions. Surprising-
ly,Samuel McClellan was reappointed as Professor
of Mid wifery; a position he resigned a yea r later in
order to join the facu lty of the recen tly established
(1839) Pennsylvania Med ical College. This new
Philadelphia insti tu tion was filled with a host of
familiar faces. Its founder was non e other than
George McClellan ! Other Jefferson expatria tes in-
eluded Samuel Colhoun (Professor of Materia
Med ica and Pha rmacy> and at least 100 members
of the Pennsylvania Medical College student body.
The departures of Sam uel Colhoun and both of
the McClellans did not signal the triu mp h of
Pattison's faction at Jefferson. While Pattison
feuded with his associates, another star was rising
at the College - Robley Dunglison, the "Great
Peacemaker." Immediately after the sudden death
of Jacob Green, in February 1841, both Pattison and
Revere announced their intention to leave Jefferson
and take command of the medical department at
the University of New York. This left Dunglison
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as the senior faculty member. During the sum mer,
Dunglison labored on the crea tion of what was to
become one of the most illustri ous faculties in the
his tory of American med ical education . The year
1841 marked the dawn of a new era at Jefferson
Medical College. It also ma rked the passing of
Samuel Colhou n, who died at the age of54, shortly
after the completion of the first course of lectu res
delivered at the Pennsylvania Med ical College.
It seems surprising tha t these early years of the
Med ical College until the dismissal of the Faculty
in 1839 by the Board of Trustees should have been
jeopardized by in-fighting of such severity by men
of high intellect and professional standing. It is
equally surprising, but equa lly fortu nate, that de-
spite all the internal strife further aggrava ted by
financial difficult ies and ha rassment by rivalry of
the Universi ty of Pennsylvania, the classes during
this time increased in number accompanied by a
growing respect by the medical profession.
Early Litigation:
Redefining the McClellan "Malpractice" Trial
by Dan Flanagan
On Apri l 26th, 1883, Dr. Samuel David Gross
attended a d inner in Philadelphia honoring Chief-
Justice Mercur. It was a memorable occasion that
Gross described in his Autobiography.
"About thirty, chiefly judges and members of the
Pennsylvania Bar, satdown at the broad table deco-
rated wi th flowers ...The conversation around the
table was of a general character, and became quite
animated after the wine had freely
circulated...Before we sat down at the table ex-
Judge Sharswood and I had a cha t about our early
Philadelphia reminiscences. Among other things
he asked, 'Do you recollect a trial which took place
in 1828, in which Dr. George McClellan was de-
fendant in a suit for malpractice on accoun t of al-
leged wantof skill in a case of cataract?' 'Certainly,'
I said, ' for I was one of the witnesses.' 'Did you
hear Dr. Physick's testimony?' 'Id id not.' Well, it
was curious . A cranky old judge by the name of
Barnes presided, and when Physick was called the
Jud ge insisted that he should take a seat with him
on the bench, which accord ing ly he did. 'Dr.
Physick,' he asked, 'you must have a large expe ri-
ence in diseases of the eye? ' 'I have,' was the an-
swer. 'Will you be kind enough to state what you r
experience is in operations for cataract?' 'I have
perfonned many operations of this kind, and have
occasionally lost an eye; but I have not been quite
so unlucky as Baron Wenzel, a Gennan oculist, who
declared that he lost a hatfull of eyes before he
became an expert.' 'Sit down, grea t man, sit
down! Th at will do g rea t man: added the
judge. Dr. Joseph Parrish was another witness in
this famous trial, bu t he showed little familia r-
ity with ophthalmic surgery. He wore, I recollect,
his Quaker costume, with his legs incased in
high boots with buff colored tops. One of
McClellan 's counsel, a young man of great prom -
ise as a lawyer, afterwards became a forger and
fled to Europe whence he never returned . A
verd ict of five hundred dollars was rendered in
favor of the plaintiff. The suit, as most frequent-
ly happens, had been instigated by professional
ene mies of McClellan."1
The conversation takes up little more than a
page in the Gross Autobiography bu t for over 100
years that page has been singled ou t as the basis
for stating that Geo rge McClellan, founder of
Jefferson Med ical College, <and father of Gen.
George B. McClellan, of Civil War fame) was guilty
of malpractice because he blinded a man during a
routine cataract operation.t-t
Gross was a student of George McClellan. When
he first came to Philadelphia, in the fall of 1826, it
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was McClellan's presence at the Jefferson Medical
College that lured him away from the University
of Pennsy lvania. For Gross and Sharswood the
trial represented a shared memory of a respected
man. The memory was flawed , however, not by
the unfo rtunate circumstances that shaped it, bu t
by an imprecise understanding of exactly what
those circumstances were. Sharswood was con-
fused about the exact na ture of the trial and Gross
failed to recognize the mistake. It is ironic because
the oversight contributed to the revitalization of a
story perpetuated by one of McClellan 's worst en-
emies. Unknowingly,Gross brought back to life a
libelous accusation that originated wi th someone
he did not mention once in his two- volume Auto-
biography, - Francis Smith Beattie!
Francis Beattie was a member of the first faculty
at Jefferson Medical College. He was an 1821
graduate of the University of Pennsylvania and
prior to becoming Professor of Obstetrics and Mid-
wifery, he served as a Naval Surgeon aboard the
U.S.5. Constellation. There was a certain incongru-
ity about Beattie's appointment. Midwifery was
not practiced very much on the high seas in those
days. However, the new Medica l College desper-
a te ly needed a Pro fesso r a nd Beatt ie
had a friend in his old classmate, Benjamin Rush
Rhees, the new ly appointed Professor of Materia
Med ica and Institut es. It was through his inter-
cession that Beattie obtained the pos ition.f Now
tha t the faculty was complete all efforts were
directed toward s converting the TIvoli Theater into
a college building. The histrionics, however,
were not destined to end with the convers ion of
the old theater.
As the work progressed it was necessary to cre-
ate a fund to meet the small expenses encountered
during the renovations. Each member of the fac-
ulty agreed to contribute $20. Beattie found the
timing inconvenie nt and seeing no immediate
urgency, neglected to make his contribution when
it was expec ted. Several days later, Professor
Green, who functioned as treasurer, found Beattie
giving instructions to the carpenters. With an
eye toward frugality he (Green) suggested the use
of cheaper fixtures. Beattie thought it over and
decided he liked the ones he picked out original-
ly. Beattie was "wa ntonly insulted" when Green
fired back, "pay your twenty dollars and it shall
be done as you wish."6
Beattie wasted no time in reporting the incident
to Professo rs McClellan and Eberle. To them, he
made known his intention to admonish Mr.Green,
publicly, at the next faculty meeting for "this out-
rage on common civility"."
In the meantime his financial troubles were ex-
acerbated by arrangements to liquidate all the
debts incurred by the building repairs. Beattie did
not have his share of the money and did not know
where he cou ld get it. McClellan and Eberle de-
cided to help him out. They interceded on his be-
half with Jacob Green who agreed to endorse
Beattie's note and negotiate it with the Pennsylva-
nia Bank. Green required McClellan and Eberle,
however, to present him with their note as Beattie's
collateral.s Beattie consented but found the terms
humiliating. He wanted it understood that he
regarded this as a favor coming from McClellan
and Eberle and not Jacob Green . Even when the
note became due, Beatt ie refused to have any
communication with Green about it. He had Eberle
renew the note for him, and deliver the loan's
in te res t payments . The note was renew-
ed several tim es? and Beattie for all his com-
plaints about the issue, never mentioned paying
back the prin cipal.10
In November, 1825, lectu res were delivered for
the first time at the new Medical College. The fac-
ult y consisted of Na than Smith, Anatomy; John
Eberle, Theory and Practice;Jacob Green, Chemis-
try; Geo rge McClellan , Surgery; B. Rush Rhees,
Materia Med ica; and Francis Beattie, Midwifery.
In the months that followed Beatt ie's standing
within the faculty plummeted . He had a falling
out with his old friend Rhees, and Na than Smith
soon began to d isplay an "offensive demeanor"
towards him.U By the time the session ended,
McClellan was also fighting with Beattie. At this
point, the only faculty member still on speaking
tenns with him was Eberle, whom he character-
ized as a "ta le-bearer" to the others .U The
building's janitor, Mr. Holliday, was another per-
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son who remained on speaking terms with Beattie.
Unfortuna tely, beca use of the terms he selected,
Beattie had Holliday fired for "insolence." 13
After commencement activities had taken place,
Eberle informed Beattie tha t there was a "combi-
nation" against him in the faculty. Eberle refused
to identify the participants when Beattie d emanded
to know. All he was willing to say wa s that they
were determined to remove him from the college
and tha t their efforts wo uld succeed.
Beforelong charges were sent to the Trustees and
rumors circulated through the city abou t Beattie's
difficulties. A story resurfaced abou t his associa-
tion with a Navy Purser. In 1819, Beattie signed
bonds as a surety for the correct d ischarge of this
man's responsibilities. The Purser died about four
years later with a large sum of money in his p0s-
session which mysteriously disappeared.t!
A sui t was issued agains t Beattie, as the surety,
and was still pending in August, 1826, when Beattie
received formal notification of the charges of "in-
competency" mad e against him at the Medical
College. The Committee stated there was evidence
he delivered only twen ty-five lectures during the
last session. An inv estigation commenced and
d amning testimony was provided by each of
the faculty members regarding the number of lec-
tures, student dissa tisfaction, and Beatt ie ' s
conduct during an examination. Eberle, Smith, and
Rhees sta ted tha t a question had been put to a
candi da te for grad ua tion which was answered
correctly. Beattie, however, informed the student
he was in error and substitu ted the wrong answer
for the right one.15
Beattie denied the charges and objected to the
proceedings. He declared tha t it was an injustice
to allow his accusers to appear as witnesses against
him. Though there were several students who tes-
tified on his behalf, Beattie was fighting a lost battIe.
George McClellan had a cousin and a brothe r-in-
law sitting on the Board of Trustees and Jacob
Green's father was the Prestdent.te
Through August an d Sep tember, Beattie wrote
letter after letter to the Trustees seeking to have
the decision postponed until he cou ld submit ad-
ditional testimony gathered from the Navy Depart-
ment. He received word that "further evidence"
of his having borne a high character as a naval
surgeon "was irreleva nt" . Beattie did not want
to admit it but his cause was lost. It was only a
matter of time before his exp ulsion became offi-
cial. Nevertheless, he decided to advertise in the
local papers that he was abou t to begin a new
course of lectures. The Board Secretary answered
the advertisement with a copy of a resolution,
dated October 28th. 1826.
"Resolved, that Dr. Francis S. Beattie be and he
is hereby removed from the Professorship of Mid-
wifery. of the Medical Department of this Coll ege.
in the City of Philad elphia."
Beatt ie res pond ed with a thirty-six page
broadside attacking the Faculty, th e Trustees,
and their Proceedings. The pamphlet sizzled with
rage. He assailed the reputation of each facul ty
member and tried to arouse divisiveness by re-
peating things one professor said behind the back
of anot her. He attacked their credibility by damn-
ing their characters. Eberle could not be tru st-
ed because he stabbed a form er associa te in
the back w hen he wanted so le ed itors h ip
of a med ical joumal.l f Above all, Beattie reserved
particular hatred for McClellan.
"Dr. McClellan is confessedly the last man that
should have been caned as a witness in any case of
alleged professional incapacity...My professional
and moral reputation was before the public, with-
ou t a blot, without a sta in. But what was the stand-
ing of Dr. McClellan professiona lly and individu-
ally, who was both a prosecutor of the charge of
incompetency and a witness, to whom cred ence
was given in support of that charge? Go to the
poor and unfortunate Davis at the Almshouse in
this city; - ask him by wha t trick he wa s taken ou t
of the hands of Dr. Parrish, under whose care he
was daily improving; - inquire of him by what
means and through what instrumentality he was
rendered totally blind, and obliged to seek a cheer-
less refuge within the precincts of the Almshouse.
The man 's name is Davis; ask him, and he will give
you the unsophisticated truth."19
The pamphlet was widely circulated and it
aroused a feeling of public indignation . The medi-
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Fig. 1. McClellan \'5. Beattie libel suit , won by McClellan.
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difference between the two trials was the identifi-
cation of George McClellan as the defendant. Fifty-
four yea rs had go ne by since the trial occurred.
Sharswood' s memory was correct , in that malprac-
tice on McClellan 's part was at the heart of the
debate. The trial itself, however, was not the re-
sult of a "malpractice suit" . The court was con-
vened to meet the cha rges of libel that McClellan,
the plaintiff, lod ged agains t Francis Beattie. To
d efend himself, Beattie plead ed "justifica tion"31
and went on the attack. William Davis appeared
on the stand and testified against McClellan, who
successfully d efended himself against the charges
and won . The fact that McClellan had to fight de-
fensively throughout the course of the proceedings
cal class that session was half of what it was ex-
pected to be.20 Eberle responded with a pamphlet
of his own but it lacked enoug h punch to counter
Beattie' s aneck.t t. He sued Beattie in Philadelphia
District Court .22 Beattie sued him in the Pennsyl-
vania Supreme Court23 and won an award for one
thousan d dolla rs by arbitra tors, in the case of ejec-
tion from the TIvoli building on Prune St.24 Then
George McClellan stepped up to the plate and took
Beattie to court for libel.
The case is regis tered in the March Term of
the 1827 Phi ladelp hia District Co ur t Dockets.
It identif ies George McClellan as plaintiff and
Francis Beattie as the defendant. The Docket ind i-
ca tes that d epositi ons were taken throughout 1828
and on March 9, 1829, a special jury was duly em-
powered and swo rn (Fig. 1). Their verdict was on
behalf of the plaintiff (McClellan) for damages
amounting to $500.25
Soon afterwa rd a 73-page "Report of the Trial"
was circula ted , comprising the whole of the evi-
dence and the Judge's charge. The trial described
in this Report bears an unmistakable likeness to
the "malpractice trial " described in the Gross Au-
tobiography. It ind icates that the Plaintiff's counsel
cited. a number of books to support his argument.
Among them was a Gennan book, by Beer, which
was interpreted by S.D. Gross, "who was sworn
for the purpose".26
In the Autobiography, Sha rswood identified
Barnes as the "cranky old judge" who presided and
stated that Drs. Physick and Joseph Parrish were
witnesses.27 These details are consistent with the
ones found in the libel trial.28 Sharswood attrib-
uted a comment about Baron Wenzel ("he lost a
hatfull of eyes") to Dr. Physick. Such a comment
appears in the libel trial but it was Parrish, not
Physick, who made it.29 Most important of aU
is the court d ecision . Sharswood declared that a
verdict of $500 was rendered in fav or of " the
plaintiff" (whom neither Gross or Sharswood iden-
tify). This is consistent with the informa tion dis-
closed about the libel trial in the report30 and on
the cou rt d ocket.
Aside from the minor error made in the a ttribu-
tion of the "Baron Wenzel" comment the only real
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led , no doubt, to so me confus ion about the nature
of the trial. Wh en the verdict came down on be-
half of the Plaintiff, some people, understandably,
mistook McClell an for the defendant.
The "simple unsophist icated truth" of the mat-
ter is that a "ma lpractice trial" had never taken
place. No record of any action, by Davis, aga inst
McClellan, can be found in either the Philadelph ia
Dis trict Court Dockets or the Philadelphia Com-
mon Pleas Court Dockets.32.33
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Jefferson's First Cornerstone, 1827
The founding of Jefferson in 1824 was followed
by the renting of the TIvoli theater at 518-20 Prune
stree t th e next yea r. This re nova ted. structure
served for the firs t few college sess ions, but the
need for an appropria tely planned building in a
more desirable location was quickly perceived.
Acti on toward th e accom p lish ment of such a
project tested the ca pa bilities of the new "Add i-
tional Trustees" a ppointed by the Trustees of
Jefferson Co llege at Ca no nsburg . Th e August 9,
1826, swearing in of Edward King. President judge
of the Firs t District Court of Common Pleas , as the
first Additional Tru stee , by William TIlghman,
Chief just ice of the Supreme Cou rt of Pennsylva-
nia, set the system in motion. Judge King then
swore in the othe r nin e members: Sam uel Badger,
Jam es M. Broom. Joel B. Sutherland, Samuel
Humphreys, Ed ward Ingerso ll, Charles S. Cox,
General William Duncan, Rev. Ashbel Green and
Rev. Ezra Stiles Ely. The Canonsburg Trustees were
headed. by Samuel Ralston, D.O., President. Cleri -
cal Trustees were F. Herron, D.O., Robert Johnson,
E.P. Script, Thomas D. Baird , Moses Allen, and
William TIffany; lay TrusteesJohn McDonald, Ben-
jamin Williams, John Lithennan and Craig Ritchie.
It would appear that such a complex adminis-
trative structure wo uld prove counterprod uctive
of prompt and decisive action bu t such was not
the case, since in March, 1827, the Board passed a
resolution leading toward the prompt erection of
a new building. The major impetus was provided.
by Board member Rev. Ezra Stiles Ely who reported
to the Board on May 12, 1827, that he had pur-
chased a lot 56 feet wide by 93 feet deep on Tenth
Street and had already prepared a plan for a New
Med ical Hall (Fig. 1). Rev.Ely's initiative provided.
a mechanism for funding as well, and construc-
tion was autho rized .
Poulson's Advertiser ofOctober 6, 1827, (reprinted.
by the Evening Bulletin October 6, 1927) published
an article describing the laying of the cornerstone
on September 29,1 827, jus t four months after the
board action. The article follows:
'The corne rstone of the new Hall of Jefferson
Med ical College was laid on the 29th ult. [of the
previous month: Edt . A scroll containing the fol-
lowing inscription , together with the coins of the
United States, was deposited. in the stone-
This Com er Stone
of the
Jefferson Medical College
cha rtered by an act of the Pennsylvania legisla-
ture on the 7th of April, A.D., 1826, was laid on the
29th of September, A.D., 1827 and the 51st year of
Independence, John Quincy Ada ms being Presi-
dent of th ese United Sta tes and John And rew
Shulze, Governo r of the Co mmonwealth of Penn-
sylvania. By Daniel Groves, mason, Robert O'Neal,
carpenter, and John [arden, stone cu tter.
"Trus tees of th e Co llege: Rev. Samuel Ral -
ston , D.O., President of the Board (other names
follow together with the names of the professo rs
in the College).
Fig. 1. 1M- Rrv. EzraStiles Ely, SKftot.llry of "Additional" Board
ofTruste-es, who provided initiatn.r (or r rec1ion of New Mrdi-
ca l Hall (Ely Building! in 1828.
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Fig. 2. Nt"W Medical Hall, Tenth Street. Cornerstone laid Sep-
tember 2'1, 1827; occupied 1828.
Fig.. 3. The renovated Nt"W Medical Hall , 1846 .
"May He who has given healing virtues to the
plants and the minerals of the ear th favor the exer-
tions of those whose duty it is, or may hereafter
be, to give instruction in this hall."
After the stone was laid the Professor of Chern-
istry, Dr. jacob Green, pro nounced the following
short but appropriate ad dress:
"The building to be erected on the cornerstone,
which has just been laid , is to be devoted to medi-
cal science. Within the walls, which are here to be
raised, that practice and these principles of the
healing art are to be inculcated, which may enable
the practitioner to pour consolation into the bleed-
ing bosom: to rob disease of half its terrors, and to
mitigate, if not remove, many of the miseries of
man. You all know that there is ano ther institu-
tion here devoted to the same objects. The Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania has been an honor to the
city, the state and to the country in which she is
founded. No injurious or unfri endly designs are
entertained toward her by those who govern, or
those who teach in, this new establishment. , but it
is believed that fair, full, open and honorable com-
petition, as it is congenial to the happy and glori-
ous rep ublican institutions of our country, will also
conduce to the best interests of med ical science in
our city. With these views we have laid this cor-
nerstone, and , as long as we pursue them, may
heaven and earth prosper the cause."
Dr. Jacob Gree n was the son of Rev. Ashbel
Green, formerly President of the College of New
jersey (Princeton) and President of the Board of
Trustees. Jacob Green, along wi th John Eberle and
joseph Klapp was one of the founding faculty as-
sembled by George McClellan . The address he
delivered at the layin g of the corners tone was un-
usua lly brief when one reviews the long speeches
and prayers commonly delivered at such academic
ceremonies of the time.
The Ely Building (designated the New Medical
Hall) proved a real asset in Jefferson's early life <Fig.
2). As time went on the need s cha nged and reno-
vations were necessary. The first took place in 1846
with a change in the facade, the add ition of six Co-
rinthian columns and interior alterations (Fig. 3).
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Fig. 4. New Medical Hall in 1879 (left) following erect ion of
Laboratory Building (right) at corner of Tenth and Sansom
Streets.
Fig. 5. Medical hall and Laboratory Building following 1881
renovation.
In 1879 the Laboratory Building was erected
ad jacent to Medical Hall (Fig. 4) and in 1881 the
Medical Hall was extensively renovated partl y to
conform to the facad e of the Laboratory Building
(Fig. 5). The Grecian styling was replaced by a Vic-
torian one and the interior enlarged to increase the
sea ting capacity of the lecture rooms. Another floor
wa s also provided for additional laboratory space.
The Ely Building finally succumbed to further
progress with the erection of the New Coll ege
Building in 1898 at the corner of Ten th and Walnut
Sts. Fortunately, three U.S. coins of different de-
nominations were recovered and preserved at the
time of demolition (now in Archives). The site was
utilized with the erecti on of the Old Main Hospi-
tal, completed in 1907.
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Matthew Brown's Forgotten Presidential Fee
by Dan Flanagan
In June 1824, the Trustees of Jefferson College in
Canonsburg Pennsylvania passed a resolution au-
thorizing the creation of a medical department in
Philadelphia "to be sty led Jefferson Medical Col-
lege." The Articles of Union, adopted between the
pa rent institution and its offspring strictly prohib-
ited the medical school from makin g any claim on
the funds of the college. The Articles of Union went
on to spec ify, however, that "the sa me fee sha ll be
paid to the president of the college by the gradu-
ates for a degree as for a d egree in the arts," Be-
cause no d irect reference to th is particular fee ever
appeared in the medical college announcements-
where the cos ts of enrotlment and graduation were
routinely add ressed - the requirement was ge ner-
ally thought to ha ve been abandoned, giving rise
to the belief that just as the medical school made
no claim on the funds of the college, the college, in
turn, mad e no claim on the funds of the med ical
school. A series of lette rs exchanged between
Matthew Brown <Fig. 1), the President of Ca n-
onsburg's jefferson College, and the Med ical Fac-
ulty in Philadelphia ind icates that this was not the
Fig. t , M~lthew Brown, Presiden1 of Jefferson College at
Canonsburg.
case . Matthew Brown's fee was included in the
twen ty dollars collected from each graduate for the
medical diploma.This circumstance created the un-
fortu nate impression that Brown and his medical
faculty were charging students simply for putting
their imprimaturs on the d iploma -a practice which
had come under severe criticism in schools all over
the country. To resolve any doubts about this is-
sue, a clau se was added when the med ical schoo l
expanded its charter in 1826 specifying tha t "no
student shall be requ ired to pay any matriculating
fee; nor shall any be demanded for signatures of
the diplomas of the graduates.:" This did not mean
that the diploma fee feU by the wayside (even the
ten charity students admitted annually were ex-
pected to pay it). The new charter provision merely
clarified that the signatures on the dipl oma had
nothing to do with the fee that was being collected .
Based on the informat ion provided by Brown's
corresponde nce and the med ical college's annual
announcement, it is apparent that the twenty dol-
lar fee was divided into four equa l portions. The
beneficiaries included Matthew Brown, the Trea-
sury of jefferson College in Canonsburg, the Trea-
sury of the Med ical College in Philad elphia, and
William Watson, the medical college janitor (in
conside ra tion of the "ha ndsome box" provided to
each gradua te for the d iploma's safekeeping). Due
to the troublesome events that plagued the early
history of the med ical college, the income derived
from the diploma fee was not always d istributed,
and on May 21,1834, Matthew Brown addressed a
letter to Samuel McClellan, Dean of jefferson Medi-
cal College, regarding the delinquent payments.
In his letter, Brown justified his claim by citing ear-
lier promises mad e to him by various deans of the
medical college (who w~. incidental ly, no longer
associated with jefferson at the time Brown wrote
his letter). In the process of presenti ng his claim,
Brown esta blished a concise historical overview
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regarding the Canonsburg presidential fee.
"Previous to the organiza tion of the medical
school in Philadelphia under the cha r te r of
Jefferson College, it was expressly stipulated by
the gentlemen who composed the first facul ty that
as a consideration for the establishing of the school
in Philadelphia, 'five dollars should beallowed to
the president of the college for every medical
graduate: When the legislature passed the bill by
way of supplement to our charter authorizing ' the
appointment of additiona l tru stees' in or near
Philadelphia, a clause was introduced prohibiting
any charge for signing diplomas. Lest it should be
supposed that this prohibition might interfere with
the previous stipulation and that the medical fac-
ulty might givea more forma l sanction to their pre-
vious engageme nt, they passed a resolution in
Apri l 1826, of which the following is transcribed
and officially signed by Dr. B.R. Rhees, Dean of
the Faculty. I transcribe the whole of his letter on
this subject : 'You have doubtless perceived that,
consistent with the laws of the supplement, no
charge can be made upon the graduates in the
shape of a fee for signing the diploma. Toobviate
any difficulty which may arise out of this restric-
tion and to comply with their former engagements
with the Board of Trus tees, the faculty have there-
fore determined without reference to the signature
of the pres iden t to become responsible to him for
the sum of five dollars for each indi vidu al, who
may hereafter receive the honors of the institution.
They have also determined. and instructed. me to
inform the Board ofTrustees, through you, of their
determ ination to pay into the treasury of the col-
lege, the same sum of five do llars for each gradu-
ate in medicine, admitted on all future occasions'.:"
These funds might not have been pledged so
readily if the Jefferson Faculty had any way of an-
ticipating what was going to happen over the next
two years. An unfortunate series of court battles,
concerned primarily with the expulsion of Francis
Beattie from the medical faculty, culminated in
1,()(X) dolla r settlement in favor of the former pro-
fessor of midwifery. To make matters worse, the
publicity generated by the lawsuits had a nega-
tive impact on enroll ment which, in tum, lowered
the professors' incomes even more. The financial
strain was exacerba ted further by the need to relo-
cate the school to a more commodious site than
the former Wmter TIvoli Theater, which the fac-
ulty had rented and converted into a lecture hall
when the school first opened . Against this back
drop. John Eberle dispa tched the following letter,
dated May 2, 1828, to Matthew Brown:
"With regards to the fees due you as President,
we have much reason to ask your pardon for de-
linquency. The truth is, almost every cent we have
hitherto made by the college has been expended
in putting our building in orde r. We have passed
a resolution, not to be declined from on any ac-
count to pay off old scores to you and next No-
vember, with ou t fail, upon this you may calculate
with utmost certainty:'
After reminding the medical faculty of these
promises, Brown expla ined how they directly in-
fluenced his financial situation:
'This sum was considered by the Board as a
perquisi te cons tituti ng a part of my salary and
which was supposed by them to have been regu-
larly paid until about a year or 18months ago. This
expectation prevented them from raising my sal-
ary agreeably to a previous understanding when I
accepted of the office of president. I present these
statements wi th a frankness which may be neces-
sary to prevent misapprehensions. I am aware that
there may appear some difficulty and perha ps
unfairn ess in urging a claim which has been accu-
mulating while some of the former members of the
faculty no longer rem ain . This current facuIty,
however, cannot attach fault to us - as we post-
poned our claim at the official request of the medi-
cal faculty and on account of existing embarrass-
ments - my own view of the matter is (and I be-
lieve tha t of the Board) that the five dollars gener-
ously voted for the general use of the college, be-
ing a voluntary donation will not be claimed as a
matter of right and I believe the Board are entirely
willing to relinquish any claim on this account. As
to the sum of five dollars to the president for each
graduate, this is a consideration due by positive
stipulation previous to the organization of the
med ical school confirmed afterwards by a formal
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vote of the facul ty, officially communica ted and rec-
ognized as a matter of right - yea r after yea r, and I
should not have deemed it necessary to trouble the
faculty with these statements had I not appre-
hended that the length of time and accumulation
on the present members of the faculty..."
Though he never referred to William Watson, the
persistence of Brown's claim to the presidential fee
could have been spurred on by the fact that the
medical college awarded its janitor the same five
dollars for every student that received the diploma!
The probability that the janitor also received his
payments with more regularity would have fur-
nished add itional food for thought.
The issu e concerning the fee was settled amica-
bly on September 23, 1835, when the Board ofTrust-
ees a t Jefferson College in Canonsburg passed the
following resolu tion:
"Rev. and Dr. Brown having agreed to accept
$400 in lieu of all his claims against the medical
faculty of this institution, the Board resolved to pay
the above sum of $400 to Dr. Brown, and also to
accept of the honorarium of $50 annually from the
medical faculty according to the propos ition of said
faculty; and the Board also hereby assumes all re-
sponsibility of said faculty to Dr. Brown upon con-
d ition that said facu lty shall faithfully fulfill their
proposition made by Dr. Jacob Green to the com-
mittee of this Board, which proposition was re-
corded September 1834."
How regularly Matthew Brown received this
honorarium is unknown at this time. In all like-
lihood, the arrangemen t ca me to an end three
yea rs later w hen Jefferson Medical College
ob ta ined a n independent charter from th e
Pennsylvania Legislatu re.
In 1848, failing health forced Matthew Brown to
sever his connection with Canonsburg's Jefferson
College. He died in Pittsburgh on July 29, 1853.
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